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TELETYPE UNIT 
(V1AR 2 4 1367 
LOOPED MESSAGE 



Mr. Tolson_ 
Mr. DoLoacl 
Mr. Mohr 



Mr. Casper. 



*tr. CaUahau 



.Gonrad 
j. Miy£elt 



FBI NEW Y 

U'35 URGENT 3-24-67 JLV 




Mr. Sullivan. 



to Director 58-.wrs? 



J Mr. Trotter^ 

, Tele. Room 

{Miss Hojmes_ 



WASHINGTON FIELD 58-995 AND BALTIMORE 58-341^** 
FROM NEW YORK .58-1482 IP 

• - a 

SENATOR THOMAS J. DODD, BRIBERY, COI, EL /00 - WFO/ 



REBjTEL MARCH TWENTYTWO LAST AND NEW YORK TELEPHONE CALL TO BALTIMORE 




THIS DDATE. 



SECRETARY, 



ADVISED THIS DATE THAT 



PRESENTLY WORKING AT PLANT IN DOVER, DELAWARE, WITH OTHER COMPANY 
EXECUTIVES. STATED THAT PLANT IS CLOSED TODAY EXCEPT FOR ABOVE IN- 
DIVIDUALS. -STATED HE CAN BE CONTACTED AT PLANT TODAY AND POSSIBLY 
THROUGH PHONE NUMBER 



BALTIMORE CONTACT 

I END . 

j JER R RELAY 

\ . . 

\ FBI WASH DC 



9 



REG 32 



s MAR 24 1967 



two COK 



I) 



>4 



4 



A A 




To! son . 



DcLoach . 

Mohr 

Wick 

Cooper ~ 
Callahan 

Conrad 

Felt 

Gale 

Boycpi 

YoyeJ 

Tele. Robi 
Holmes 
Candy ■ 



March 28, 106? 



1 - Mr. Frankenfield 



Airtel 



To: 



SACs, 



WFO (58-995) 
Baltimore (58-341) 
New Haven (68-134) 
New York (58-1482) 



58-6157 



From: Director 



SENATOR THOMAS J. 
BRIBERY; €01; EL 

oo: wr© 



ReBAtel 3/27/67, copies of which were not 
designated for New York and New Haven, and Butelcall 
to WFO 3/27/67, 

This will confirm telephonic instructions to 
WFO on 3/27/67 to the effect that u nder no circum stances 

should contact be had with Attorney \ | of the 

law firm of Williams, C onnor, Wadden, and Stein. For the 

information of New York J I when contacted 

advised that he had 
~] who suggested that 



fc>6 
b?C 



(?) 



by the Baltimore office on 3/27/67. 
contacted his attorney, [ 



ail Inquiries in this case be directed to him since he 
is the individual who made everything available to the 
Senate Investigating Committee and is aware of all the 
facets of the case* 

If not already done, Baltimore, New Haven, and 
New York immediately surep containing results of all 
investigation conducted to date. Bureau desires that 
reports be submit tod even though only negative in formation 
was obt ained such as contacts with Abe Spanel and I \ 

I It is suggested that such contacts be recorded 
on FD-302S (Interview Report Forms) ♦ 



WAFrrk ■ 
(10) l& 



MAIL ROOM 




SEE NOTE PAGE TWO. 



1 



TELETYPE UNIT 



□ 



« 



repo 
with 




The New Haven office will be expected to submit 
iUiely following completion of each interview 



be 
b7C 



NOTE: 



Telephonic instructions to WFO on 3/27/67 were 



given to Supervisor]" 
Frankenf ield. u 



WFO, by SA W. A, 



2 



3/2J/67 ^ 

^MERAL II^ESTlbATIVI^IVISION 

/This relates to our investigation 
of Senator Dodd at the request of the 
Department into alleged violations oi 
he Bribery and Election Laws Statute 
n connection with an $8,000 payment 
"jo Dodd by International Latex 
Corporation* In preyious attempts t< 
interview three officials of Inter- 
national Latex, our Agents were advis| 
that such interviews would not be had| 
without p rior authorization of the ir 
attorney , I ~l 
Washington, D«, C» Our efforts to 
examine pertinent records of Inter- 
national Latex regnl ted in being 
referred to Attorney \ 
the office of 



-LH. 



The Washington Field Office has 
been instr ucted unde r no circumstances 
to contact I I for his authoriza- 



Lon since it is our policy not to 
Llow interviewees to set the 
con3xTit>i*s^^ same reasons, 
will not b en c oritka c t e d . 

WAF:rk 



be 

hlC 



$*. ■. 
„ FBI> WASH DC* 



fe FEOERAt WRttU Ol IMVKTIMTfQW 

«L u. s. oepXrtmemt OF JUSTICE 

■communication section 



MAR 2 7 1967 



1209 ■ 
FBI BALTO/ 
1 20?Pm/u!RG£NTs 3/27/67 SHB 
TO BIRECTOR- (58-61 S7> AND WFO (58-995) 
FROM BALTIMORE (58-341) RUG IP 




Mr. CaUahai 
Mr. Coarad 

Mr. Felt 



.7 



S£NpQ% THOMAS? J • DODD • 



BRIBERY! EU W 



WFO=» v 



Mr. Gale. 

Mr. Sullivan. 
Mr. Tavel — 
Mr, Trotter,. 
T»*ls. Rootti— 




W 

Candy 



RE NYTEL TO BUREAU MARCH TWENTY FOUR LAST* AND-BATEL 




\ TO BU££Al» MARCH TWENTY FOUR LAST* 

PRESIDENT* INTERNATIONAL LATEX 



| CORPORATION CONTACTED AT* DOVER, DELAWARE* THIS DATE, AND 
ADVISEO THAT HIS ATTORNEY, 



OF THE LAW FIRM 



be 

1>7C 



-A 

4 v - 



OF WILLIAMS, CONNOR, WADDEN, AND STEIN, ONE THOUSAND HILL 



s BUILDING, EIGHT- THREE NINE SEVENTEENTH STREET, N.W., 
WASHINGTON, D.C., TELEPHONE ME EIGHT SIX FIVE SIX FIVE, HAS 

; : . .•" : ■ ~ '• " • ........ 

SUGGESTED THAT ALL INQUIRIES IN5THIS CASE BE DIRECTED TO 

| - ■ • - -• •->- - <X? ' • 

\ HIM SINCE HE IS) THE INDIVIDUAL WHO, MADE EVERYTHING AVAILABLE 

I . - .- ' * ......... .. ■: .. . .. rf 

| . • : ; • -V • • 

! TO SENATE INVESTIGATING COMMITTEE AND IS AWARE OF ALL FACETS 



OF CASE. 
IS. PAYING 



SAID 




TO REPRESENT 



BALTIMORE WILL MAKE NO FURTHER CONTACT WITH 

INTERNATIONAL LATEX CORPORATION RE THIS CASE. IS 

- ■ • v- - ' ■ 

MAIL COPY, TO NEW YORK. 



MAR 29 WW 



] END i * 
jRCSj. ... 

| FBI | WASH DC* 



j COPIES WPQ 




ft 



# 



1 



PLAINTEXT 



TELETYPE 



TO: 



SACS, NEW YORK (58**482) 
WFO (58-995) 
BALTIMORE ^58-341) 

FROM: DIRECTOR0FB^(58-6157) 



MARCH 23 , 1967 

URGENT , 

1 - Mr, Frankenf ield 



FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
U. S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

COMMUNICATION SECTION 




MAR23.-1967 A 
TELETYPE 



SENATOR THOMAS J, DODD, BRIBERY; COl; EL, 00: WFO 
RENYTEL MARCH TWENTY-ONE LAST. 
INTERVIEWS WITH 



■I 



AND ABRAM SPAN EL ARE 



TELETYPE UNlt * 



NOT TO BE CONDUCTED IN THE PRESENCE OF ATTORNEYS, 
NEW YORK SHOULD INCLUDE IN ITS REPORT STATEMENT THjj&T 

MAR 2 3 1963 

I NTERVIEWS NOT BEING CONDUCTED WITH THESE PERSONS ptN 1 & >* ,ft*k 

' SftJCOO?r> MESSAGE 



VIEW OF CONDITIONS IMPOSED BY THEM. 
WFO SHOULD NOT CONTACT 



HIS AUTHORIZATION TO CONDUCT INTERVIEWS WITH 



FOR 
AND 



NEW YORK IMMEDIATELY RECONTACT 



AND ADVISE HIM 



THAT EXAMINATION OF PERTINENT RECORDS OF INTERNATIONAL 



17 



Tolson _ 
OoLooch , 
Molir . ■„ . 
Wick 

Cotpcr 

CoUcuion . 

Fell 

Cole - 



LATEX CORPORATION, DOVER, DELAWARE, CONCERNING REPORTED 
EIGHT THOUSAND DOLLAR CONTRIBUTION TO SENATOR DODD AND 
INTERVIEWS WITH ACCOUNTING PERSONNEL KNOWLEDGEABLE |< 
REGARDING THIS TRANSACTION ARE DESIRED. ASCERTAIN WHETHER 



WAF:rk\ 



TovcJ _- 1L_^ 

Trallei J . 

Tele, fioow - 

Holmes 

Gandy 




WAIL ROOM TELETYPE UNIT L 1 






SEE NOTE PAGE TWO. 



# ■ . # - 

TELETYPE TO SACS, MEW YORK, WFO, BALTIMORE 

NECESSARY COMPANY RECORDS AND PERSONNEL WILL BE MADE 
AVAILABLE FOR THIS PURPOSE. bo 

• • • • . b7C 

BALTIMORE WITHHOLD INVESTIGATION AT INTERNATIONAL 
LATEX, DOVER, PENDING RECEIPT OF ADVICE FROM NEW YORK. 
PROCEED WITH SAME ONLY IN EVENT 



AUTHORIZES. 



UNDER NO CIRCUMSTANCES IS WFO TO CONTACT 
FOR HIS AUTHORIZATION. 



NOTE : 

Our Ne w York office ha d appointments to interview 
Abram Spanel and I I Chairman of the Board and 

President, respectively/ of International Latex Corporation^ 
concerning possible violations of Bribery and Elect ion Laws 
Statutes in connection with a reported $8,000 payment to . • 
Senator Dodd in late 1964 or early 1965 for his promise 
to assi st Spanel in obtaining Ambassadorship. On 3/21/67, 
I 1 cancelled these appointments stating interviews 

1 would not be had without prior aut horization of their 
attorney. I \ Washington, D. C. 

Criminal Division of the Department has requested investi- 
gation of this matter and thorough exploration of facts 
necessarily would include efforts to examine pertinent 
records of International Latex Corporation which relate 
to this transaction. Before contacting a lesser official 
of thi s comoanv for this purpose,, it is felt we should 
obtain \ 1 approval in view of his declination to be 



interviewe d without author ization of his attorney, 



Supervisor ! \ WFO, «j>« telPnhonicflllv instructed 

on the afternoon of 3/21/67 by SA | lto take no 



action with respect to contacting Attorney 



TELETYPE UNIT 



2 31967 

3 S0 P.. -KfK 

3SCQ0F.O message 



I 



- 2 - 



FEDERAL BUREAU' OF INVESTIGATE 
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

COMMUNICATION SECTION 
MAR23 1967 

TELETYPE 



GENERAL INVESilGAHYE DIVISION 

•21/67 



The attached concerns our invest! 
gat ion being conducted at the request 
of the Criminal Division into possible 
violations of the Bribery and Electioi 
Laws Statutes in connection with a 
reported $8,000 payment to Senator 
Dodd in late 1964 or early 1965 in 
return for his promise to assist 
Spanel (Chairman of the Board, 
International Latex Corporation) 
obtain an Ambassadorship- Spanel 
did not get such an appointment . 

Washington Field Office is be in; 
instructejjgsift^ Attorney 
| | and New York 

is being advised to conduct no inter-j 
views in the presence of attorneys. 



WAF:D< 




n 



# 



Of 14 PS 



TELETYPE UNIT 
MAR 2 1 1967 
ENCODED MESSAGE 




FBI NEW YORK /3/ 
205PMXURGENT 3/21/67 JMV 

T0 / DIRECTOR 58-6157 AND WASHINGTON FIELD 58-995 

>R0M NEW YORK 58-1482^ C «>*>*r ,«T***S7 £ 

SUBJECT SENATOR THOMAS Y/tttWt BRIBERY, Wf', WfWFG ***** 



be 
b"?0 



/Mr, Casper^. 
>r Mr. Callahan. 
Mjc* Conrad... 

. Fdt 

Gale _ 

Rosea. ,J(£L_ 
Sullivan. 

Mr. Trotter. 
Tele. Room.. 
Miss Holmes 
Miss Gandy. 






REFERENCE NEW YORK TELETYPE TO DIRECTOR, WFO, DATED THREE TWEf 

SIXTY SEVEN. »£»Y**k €m 

PRESIDENT OF INTERNATIONAL LATEX CORPORATION, tW*, 

THIS DATE THAT ABRAM 



TELEPHONICALLY ADVISED SPECIAL AGENT 

SPAN EL, CHAIRMAN OF THE BOARD, INTERNATIONAL LATEX CORPORATION, AND HE 
HAVE DECIDED TO CANCEL ANY APPOINTMENTS FOR INTERVIEWS BY 




SPECIAL AGENTS OF THE FBI WITHOUT PRIOR AUTHORIZATION OF THEIR ATTORNEY, 

ONE THOUSAND HILL BUILDING, EIGHT THREE NINE 



DASH ONE SEVENTH STREET, NORTHWEST, WASHINGTON, D.C., WASHINGTON, 
D.C, TELEPHONE NUMBER SIX THREE EIGHT DASHSIX FIVE SIX FIVE, 
IN VIEW OF ABOVE, IT IS REQUESTED THAT WFO CONSIDER CONTACTING 
REGARDING INTERVIEWS WITH SPANEL AND 



AIRMAIL COPIES TO B 




PLEASE ADVISE. 



END 

MAL R RELAY 
FBI WASH DC 

jlWO COPIES 10 WW 



E, NEWARK AND PHILADELPHIA. P. 





1L * March 24 ^giv? 

'ased on alleged vtoX™ , ? „ the De Partment 
Election Laws Statute? n °J £ rt ? er * ««> 
, Apartment adStf r?"J /22/67 ' the 
; others had beeTfn ™ * ? 0dd ^ se ™ral 

feremature Ar™IS ! tlgation w as 
Nse contets t^ De "^nt, 
• Attorney Gener^tt A T WUh the 
Requested that the tav P ?f- A ^° me y General 

J. The U nfZSSz^."*™**. I 

ftgorously to insure it! 8 tas "atter 
arliestpLsiSe cSe C ° mPletion at 



i 

I 



WAF.-paJi 





A) -3P1 



<6 (Rev. 5-22-64). 



t 



t 




F B I 



Transmii 
Via _ 



the following in 
AIRTEL 



Date: 3/23/67 



(Type in plaintext or code) 



(Priority) 



\ Tolson 
^TToac 
Mr. MobT. 




Mri^ick^. 
Mr. V Ej£f>er_„ 

Mr. C&ilahan 

Mr. Conrad-... 
Mr. Felt- 
Mr. Gale. 
Mr. Rosen. 



Mr. $ullivan_ 
Mr. TaveL 
Mr. Trotter. 
Tele. Room 



TO: 



DIRECTOR, FBI (58-6157) 



( ATTENTION ; ACCOUNTING AND 
FRAUD SECTION) 



FROM: SAC, WFO (58-995) (P) 
THOMAS J. DD 

BRIBERY; -edi* &oAtpLi<T op M r^/ess r 

(ee:WFO) 
Offic* < jiMgL 

ReWFOairtel, 3/22/67. 



for[ 



v 

All interviews at WFO have be en comple ted except^ 
~ jand Senator DODD. | | advised from 



St. Louis he will return Washington, D.C., 3/25/67 , Cand be 
available for interview. & 



I DODD advised he discussed his exception re premature 
nature of investigation with Attorney General and he will be 
available for interview on either 3/24 or 27/67. M 



New Haven advised 



will be a vailable : 
is; out of 



for interview early next week and L 
country and will not re turn until about 4/3/67. New- Haven 
will promptly interview l | on his return. 



This matter is being pressed vigorously and«is 
being afforded continous top priority handling. 



- Bureau 
1 - WFO 

LBC:pag 
(40» 



AIRTEL 



© .«WR 24 1967 




Sent 



.M 



Per 



in Charge 



March 27, 190? 



^ — lViHI^" «• j 

" GENERAL mESTIGA^DmsrON 

' ™ interview with Sens) Dodd was iM 

The int «f"®* inTestl giaon being 
C °Tl^r*e"st olthe Department I 
conducted at tne reiiu Br ibery and \ 

into alleged violations of the Br* ^ „V 
Election Laws Statutes. ln ^ e ' preslden t, 

to Doddby' Corp oA tion, was ^) 

International Latex voif protnis e to K 

reportedly in retarn ^^^assador-l 
assist Abe SP^ t °^ ch an appointae^. 
ship. ^ e \£ d i 0t b f£g pressed vigorously 
by ^l^u S rr^pletionatthe ; 

earUest possible date. J . 



he 
hie 



WAF:pah 





FD-36 (Hev. 5-22-64) 



i 




F B I 

Date: 



3/25/67 



Transmit the following in 
AIRTEL 



(Type in plaintext or code) 



Via 



(Priority) 



Mr. Callahai 
Mr. Conrad 
Mr. Felt. 
Mr. Gala. 
Mr. Ro«eni 
Mr. Sullivan: 
Mr. TaveL 




Mr. Trotter- 
Tele. Room- 
Miss Holmes_ 
_Miss Gandy__ 



TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (58-6157) 

FROM: SAC, WFO (58-995) (P) 

SENATOR THOM AS J, DODD /ZnAlci/c r op /M Z*r/?£r$~r 
BRIBERY; -eOTp ELECTION 
LAWS^ OFF /eg &r c/?/6r/A) 

foe^WFO) 

Re WFO airtel 3/24/67 ♦ 



Senator DODD interviewed this da te at his 
acknowledged he received about $8000 from | 

quent to his re-e lection to the Senate, and about January, 1965, 
DODD said ] | told him the money was for eight tables for a 

testimonial dinner for DODD, which was held in March, 1965, at 
thp St^itler Hilton Hotel, Hartford, Connecticut. DO DD said 

and 



he 

b7( 



home. DODD 
Jsubse- 



indicated money for tables was being given by[~ 

nf btt.Pr. L 



friends of latter. 



1 who manages 

ui*ed some 



DODD said he gave money to 
Senator f s office in Connecticut, DODD said 
of money to pay for dinner and returned remainder to DODD 

DODD appli ed some money to repay a 1958 campaign? debt to 

I I Hartford, Connecticut, and used balance ^foi£5^ay to 

day use # 



•&*2 



go 



a ^ppB^3enied he ever interceded to obtain ambassadorship 
for AB^3^MNEL, Chairman of ^goar<d International Latex Corp, , 
or ever having Siscussed matter" with SPANEL, DODD did vaguely 



recall that some years ago he had a discussion with 



there was a mention by 

i) - Bureau t . 

- WFO 
LBC:clr 
(4) 

AIRTEL 



concerning an ambassadorship 



and 
for 




WFO 58-995 (P) 



♦ 



4 



SPAN EL. DODD recalled he told 
home state Should recommed SPA 



that someone from SPAN EL' S 



pODD categorically denies! there.; was any ; agreeme nt con- 
| cerning an ambassadorship and the money hfe received from ^ 



DODD stated he is going to be- in Connecticut foif the. 
next week and will execute a sighed, statement encompassing the 
material furnished this date oft his return April 3, 1967. 



hlC 



) 

2 



PD-36 (Rev. 5-22-64) 




4 



Mr. DeLoach- 
f Mr. Mohr^. 
Mr. Wick 



Transmit 
Via 



FB ! 



Date: 3/24/67 



the following in 
AIRTEL 



(Type in plaintext or code) 



(Priority) 



'| Mr. Ca9per 

h Mr. Callahan- 
!! Mr. ConracL 
■: | Mr. Felt_ 
\l .Mr. Gal©,., 
. '. ' . ^ Mr. Roaen^i 
pMr. Sullivan. 

$ Mr. Tavei : 

\i Mr, Trotter 

\ fjj Tele. Room. , 

. ' , -t[ Miss Holmss— _ 
" Miss Candy 



TO: ^ DIRECTOR, FBI ( 58-6157) 

FROM: : SAC, WFO (58-995) (P) 




THOMAS XT DODD 
Bribery; COI 
(00:WFO) . 



ReWFOairtel to Director, 3/23/67. 



Secretary to Senator DODD ad- 
vised 3/24/67, that Senator DODD is out n f invm a nd . she does 

not know exactly when he wi 11 return , | | advised 

she would contact the WFO when the Senator is available. 
This matter will be closely followed and. Senator DODD will, 
be interviewed at the earliest practical time, . 



£3y- Bureau 

1 - WO ■ :"■> 

j LBC:bas ^ 
(4) 



y 



REG- 62 



AIRTEL 





rz WAR SWT 



V 



n: ■ 




L^igent in Charge ' 



Sent 



Per 



KTORAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
U.f, DEPARTMENT Of JUSTICE 

COflpiCATION SECTIO| 



! 



FBI WASH DC* 



p. 




FBI! BALT0 

427P,M URGENT, 3/24/67 MAP 
TO DIRECTOR C58-61 57 >> WFO <58-995>* NEW YORK (53-1482) 
FROM BALTIMpRE (58-341) IP 



SENATOR, THOMAS;, J. DODD, BRIBERY; COIl EL* 00: WFO. 



Bfcrv JMkt L ' 

Mr. 

DOr. F<SitL 
Mr. 




RE BUREAU AIRTEL TO NEW YORK* MARCH TWENTYTHREE LAST* 



; ^EW YORK TELETYPE TO BUREAU. MARCH TWENTYFOUR INSTANT. 



WAS CONTACTED AT INTERNATIONAL LATEX : 
CORPORATION* DOVER, DELAWARE, THIS DATE, AND HE WAS ADVISED 
THAT EXAMINATION OF PERTINENT RECORDS OF COMPANY CONCERNING 
REPORTED EIGHT THOUSAND DOLLAR CONTRIBUTION TO SENATOR DODD 
AND INTERVIEWS WITH ACCOUNTING PERSONNEL KNOWLEDGEABLE REGARDING 

STATED HE WOULD CONTACT 



THIS. TRANSACTION ARE DESIRED. 



HIS/< ATTORNEY, NOT. NAMED, '. AND REQUESTED THAT HE BE RECONTACTED 
BY A BUREAU REPRESENTATIVE AT DOVER PLANT OF COMPANY AFTER 



TEN A.M. ON MARCH TWENTYSEVEN NEXT. 



BALTIMORE WILL CONTACT 



ON A.M. OF MARCH TWENTYSEVEN 



NEXT AND ASCERTAIN WHETHER NECESSARY COMPANY RECORDS AND //• 



I END /yf) I 
! FBl! WASH DC* TWO COPIES WEQ^ 



PERSONNEL WILL BE MADE AVAILABLE FOR THIS PURPOSE. 

. <*0 MAR 2? 



1/ 



b7C" 

\ 



v 




FD-36 fRev7 5-2 2-64) 



9/ 




Transmit 

Via ' 



V 

*1 



-J. 



he following in 
TELETYPE 



FBI 

Date: 3/27/67 
PLAIN TEXT 



(Type in plaintext or code) 

URGENT 




■ Ur. Ww*-; I 

j ^it. jx--**-* 

$ {nr. *** | 

i] W W*— . l 

J&r. Casp^ { 

i J4r. Caltete.a — - I 
1 2£t. CoffiKEia-: 

•1 — y\ 

\JSs- 

jr i... ; r. stccfisa-J* — — r 
H\ Sfe. S^i*® 8 1 



(Priority) 



1 '; Mr. TrcWes?— — — F 
jj Miu- :V,-. ! .r.c* 



TO: ^DIRECTOR (58-6157) AND SAC NEW HAVEN 

FROM: SAC, WFO (58-995) 



XHMiAS_J._pora f BRIBERY; CO I; ELECTION LAWS (00: WFO) 



REFERENCED WFO TELETYPE TO DIRECTOR MARCH TWENTYONE 




LAST. 



CAME TO 



STATED HE THINKS 
HARTFORD, CONNECTICUT IN LATE OCTOBER SIXTYFOUR AT WHICH TIME 
DISCUSSION OF AMBASSADORSHIP CAME UP., 



BELIEVES HE MADE 



RESERVATION FOR 



AT STATLER HILTON HOTEL, HARTFORD, 

■ . . • • P 

CONNECTICUT, POSSIBLY DURING WEEKEND. r 

. ' . / 

NEW HAVEN AT HARTFORD, CONNECTICUT, CHECK HOTEL REGIS TRAr 

INTERNATIONAL LATEX CORPORATION, 



TION REGARDING 



WHO RESIDES WASHINGTON, D. C., AT STATLER HILTON. ALSO CHECK 

[2)~ Bureau 
; 2 - Teletype Unit 
1 - WFO 



LBC:feg 
(5) 

TELETYPE 



titC eS jPL- As^ry^ 

ci M8R gS 196/ 



? f 



I' 



Approved: 



Sp 



aJerar Agent MPQjsarge v 



Sent 



.M Per 



FD-36 (Iflev*5-22-64) 



F B I 

Date: 



Transmit 
Via 



the following in 



(Type in plaintext or code) 



(Priority) 

s - -- - ._ J 

WFO 58-995 
PAGE TWO 

TO DETERMINE IF ABRAHAM SPANEL OR OTHER REPRESENTATIVES INTER- 
NATIONAL LATEX WAS REGISTERED AT HOTEL. IF REGISTRATION NOT 
I,. a . ' 

VERIFIED CHECK OTHfiR PRINCIPAL HOTELS. P. 



Approved: 



Special Agent in Charge 



Sent 



.M Per 



F*b-263 (.Rev. 9-17-65), • 

,5 *>» 



6 



federaiFbureau of investigation 



REPORTING OFFICE 



NEW YORK 



OFFICE OF ORIGIN 



WASHINGTON FIELD 



TITLE OF CASE 



0 



SENATOR THOMAS J. DODD 



r 



3/29/67 



INVESTIGATIVE PERIOD 

3/2 0 - 2£j!/ 67 



REPORT MADE BY 



CHARACTER OF CASE 



i/>/ c / coi 



D BY 



rcl 



bo 
b7C 



REFERENCE 



. _ yC Baltimore teletype to Bureau, dated 3/18/67. 

AS 0~//<*> 4-/ New York telephone, call to Newark, 3/2 0/67. 
/ fr-S. Oh&dM* New York teletype to Bureau, dated 3/20/67. 

3\J-^ ^.j~jJ&dt$R§ teletype to Bureau, dated 3/21/67. 

^^S i^ew York teletype to Bureau, dated 3/21/67. 
grfUt^Wj^^^^ Bureau teletype to New York, dated 3/22/67. 
QJ^^Z^Sy, //Ayr- JPew York teletype "td Bureau, dated 3/24/67. 
, fi d ^^^^^T^Baltimore teletype to Bureau, dated 3/24/67. 



- RUC £ 



ADMINISTRATIVE 



One copy of this report being furnished to 
Baltimore since investigation is. out standing which was 
set out by referenced NY teletype to Bureau, dated 3/24/67 



Case has been* Benc»ig over one year Q^J Yes . [~j No; Pending prosecution over six months | | Yes | | No 
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unjbjjId states department of JUipiCE 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 



Copy to: 



Report of: 
Date: 



3/2 9/67 



Field Office File P. > 58-1482 
Title: 



SENATOR THOMAS J . DODD 



Office: New York, New York 

Bureau File #: ] 58-6157 



Character: 



Synopsis: 



CONFLICT OF INTEREST 



[ 



President, and ABRAM S PANEL, 



Latex Corp, 



Chairman of the Board of Directors, International 
, NYC, refused to make themselves available for 
interview without prior authorization of their attorney. 
In v iew of c onditions imposed no interviews wer e conduct ed 
with l I or SPANEL. Attempt made to contact I I 

in NYC, on 3/24/67, at which time he was at Dover, Delaware, 
plant of International Latex Corp.- 
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. DETAILS 



This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of . the FBI and is loaned t 
your agency; it and its contents are not to.be distributed outside your agency. 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 



Date„ 



3/27/67 



President international Latex 



Corporation* 350_ 5 th, .Avenue , New York, New York;, advised 
that he would be willing to be interviewed by -the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation (FBI) at his office on' March 22, 
1967, at 11:00 a.m. • - 



claimed that ABRAM 
Board, International . .Lat ex Corporat 
York City office tod^y. 



SPANEfc, Chai rraan of the 

on, was not "in "his ^New . 



(Telephonic) 
Qn 3/20/67 n} New York, New York 



«,# NY 58-1482 



by 



Oored^d ,,- 3/24/67 



This document contains neither recom«iendotions nor conclusion* of the FBL It h the 
it and Ms contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 



property of the F81 and is loaned to your agency i 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 




Dote- 



3/27/67 



President, International Latex 



Corporation, 350 t? ¥ifth. Avenue, New York,/ New York, advised 
that A3BRAM SPANEL?, Chairman of the Board, I nternational 
Late x Corporation, was then standing at his I 1 



side 



said that he and SPAKEL have decided to cancel 



any appointments for interviews by Special Agents (SAS) of 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation f FBI 1 without prior 
authorization of their attorney,! I 
1000 Hill Building, 839 17th Street Northwest, Washington, 

B.C. . ,- ' . . 



In view of the conditions imposed "by 
and ABRAM SPANEL, no interviews were held with these people . 



-I 

' be- 
b?C 



" (Telephonic) 
on 3/21/67 °V New YorK/ Ney York 



-File# m gB-Uft?- 



J, Dale dictated 3/2^/67 



This document contain* neither, recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It j$ the property of the FBI -and is loaned to your agency: fl 
it ond its contents ore not to be distributed outside your -agency.-;' •' jj 
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jr. • • ■ • 



Federal bureau of in vestic ati o 




•>:?r - 



Dote. 



that t&« paint wa* ^i#.m|IM aV&Sffo tfcat 150 




|^t&»» *t*t*|-' ~ . , 



■'. .v...':' • -<• 



■ ' i' . * 



1 1 * 
V - 



». V " ' f-"" ; 



1 



•be ■ 

.b7C ••■ 




Dn : — 3/2V67— 01 flew Yori^ itey York 



b y,- S A J fQSEai 



- "-. 'n c fe -dicta ted 



IKls document cprOoins" n-a.i£kig^ the fBl. It Is ;t.he' pro.pe'rly -'o.h Ih.e j? B I a frd s looned lo your 

it a r>d Its. contents dre no MqJse distributed, outside" y 00 r age Hey'. *V- -V". . " -.>.'■! *' * V - •'* ' " •• ■ '* 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 



PORTING OFFICE 

WASHINGTON FIELD 



TITLE 



OFFICE OF ORIGIN 

WASHINGTON FIELD 



OF CASE 

SENATOR THOMAS J. DODD 



DATE 

3/29/67 



INVESTIGATIVE PERIOD 

3/16 - 29/67 



CHARACTER OF CASE 

BRIBERY 
COI 

ELECTION LAI 



bt 

~b7C 



TYPED BY 

mint 



t 



^ADMINISTRATIVE 




REFERENCE ; Bureau telephone call 3/16/67; 
Bureau airtel /3/17/67. 



- p 



V 



v 



jfj According to file of Office of Security, Department 

J pf State, ABRAM NATHANIEL SPANEL, aka, born 5/15/01, at Odessa, 
/^kaxssia, is the subject of Bufile 100-346930. His wife, 

MARGARET ROSENBERG SPANEL, is the subject of an SM - C report 



Jilted 4/3/53, at Newark 



Pursuant to Bureau Instructions, WFO has not contacte 
law firm of Williams^ ,Cbnnor, Wadden, and Stein with regard to 
officers or records of International Latex Corporation B 



Ml 

t 



Case has been; Pending over one year 



P^l No? Pending prosecution o^er six months f~] Yes [ ( No 



.SPECf AU AGENT 
IN CHARGE 



BureauC 58-6157) 
Baltimore (58-341) (Info) 
Philadelphia (Info) 
New Haven( 58-134) (Info) 
New York (58-1482) (Info) 



Dissemination Roo 



Attached Re£5rT 
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One copy of this report is being forwarded to each 
office who handled leads in this phase of the investigation 
for informational purposes inasmuch as additional investigation 
may be required 0 

Two extra copies of this report are being designa- 
ted for WFO as additional investigation may be required <, 

LEAD 

WASHINGTON FIELD 

AT WASHINGTON, D, Co Will contact Senator DODD's 
office on April 3, 1967, and arrange to have Senator execute 
sworn signed statement 0 

2o Will follow and report prosecutive action.- - 

Leads for other offices have all been set out by 
teletype and are not being restated in this report 0 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 



Copy to: 



Report of: 
Date: 

Field Office Fife #: 



he 

hlC 



Title 



Character: 



3/29/67 
58-995 

SENATOR THOMAS Jo DODD 



BRIBERY 

CONFLICT OF INTEREST 
ELECTION LAWS 



Office: Washington, D. Cc 



Bureau File -ft 



58-6157 



Synopsis; 



This investigation is limited to an allegation that A* N, , 
SPANEL, Chairman of the Board of Directors, International f 
Latex Corporation agreed in 1964 to give $10^000 to Senator 
DODD in return f or. Senator 0 s promise to help SPANEL get an 
amba ssadorship. I \ alleged in late October 9 

19 64 J 



^ 1 



member of Senator DODD ^s staff, told 

and 



all members of DODD 9 s staff 
and[ 



that he,[ 



had brought DODD 



together in a deal, 



represent ative of Interna tional Lat ex Corp 



] said ABE SPANEL , 



boss < 



had agreed to make $10^000 campaign contribution to DODD g and 
all DODD had to do w as pledge h e w ould trv to obt ain ambass a- 
dorship for SPANEL 0 I 1 and | Hconfirm^ 
allegation o deny 9 s allegation and has no 



recollections' of such conv ersation 
received about $8^000 from 



DODD acknowledged he 
about January 9 1965 , 
for eight tables at DODD testimonial dinner to be held at 
Hartford 9 Connecticut 9 March 9 1965 0 DODD denys there w as 



and an 



any relationship between money he received from[ 
ambassadorship for SPANEL 0 DODD denied he ever interceded 
to obtain ambassadorship for SPANEL 0 DODD did vag uely recall 
that some year s ago he had discussion with 



was mention by [ 



DODD recalled he told 



|£U 

Ja: 



and there 

concern ing ambassadorship for SPANEL □ 
that someone from SPANEL 8 s home 



This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and Is loaned 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 



to 



WFO 58-995 



state should recommend SPANEL. Records of Department of State 
disclosed no information that SPANEL was ever recommended by 
Senator HARRISON A, WILLIAMS, JR, ? New Jersey, or Senator DODD 
for appointment with Department of State o 
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1 



S 



DETAILS: AT WASHINGTON » D, C» 

PREDICATION 

This investigation was predicated upon receipt of 
a letter from Assistant Attorney General FRED M. VINSON 9 JR.. 9 
Criminal Division, Department of Justice , dated March 15, 1967 < 
This letter requested an investig ation limited to cer tain alle- 



gations made on March 13, 1967 by 



Administrative Assistant to Senator THOMAS J • DODD, before 



former 



the Senate Select Committee on Standar ds and Conduct con- 



cerning Senat or DODD and A« N. SPANELo l l alleged that 



b 

a Staff Member of the Senate Subcommittee h 
on Internal Security, had told him that A o ; N 0 SPANEL, Chair- 
man of the Board of Directors , International Latex Corpo- 
ration, had agreed in 1964 to give $10,000 to the Senator ( 
in return for the Senator's promise to do all he could to 
help SPANEL get an ambassadorship after the 1964 election. 

The Department requested that the investigation 
be conducted to determine if there have been violations 
of United States Code, Title 18, Sections 211, 599, 600, 
608 or 610 . 

■ 

I 1 Attorney. Criminal Division, 

Department of Justice, on March 20 , 1967 furnished S A 
PHILLIP M. KING with a copy of a stipulation agreed to 
between the Select Committee on Standards and Conduct , 
United States Senate, and Senator THOMAS J. DODD on 
March 11, 1967, concerning the "Investigation of Senator 
THOMAS J, D0DD," Page eight of this stipulation contains 
the stipulation that DODD received the $8,000 which is as 
follows: 



WO 58-995 
2 



follows: 



Washington; D.C. , transferred $8 9 000 in 

cash to Senator DODD between December 3 9 1964 

and March 1, 1965." 

The stipulation reflected contributions as 



Appendix 24 "DODD for Senator Committee 
Report Filed with State of Connecticut Re 
1964 Election" shows on page 96 "^tt^ffi 

Appendix 26 "Citizens Committee For DODD 
Report Filed With The State of Connecticut Re 
1964 Election" shows on page 106 "Contribution" 

I LaHp available a "Petty Cash Voucher 

which he said was furnis hed to the Sel ect Con 
Standards and Conduct by I I during | 




testimony on Match 14 p 1967 • This voucher^ which is here- 
inafter set forth » allegedly represent s the withdrawa l of 
$8,000 in cash on December 3„ 1964 by 



was charged against the^fnte^ 



which 



accounts as "Industrial Relations Expense * 



V.. r 0 



■ ; . • < ¥ 


PETTY CASH VOUCHER 

{PR£PA«6 WITH P£N OR TYPEWRITER) 


N O . 


DATE, , 


PA? to. ■ 




ACCT. H O, 

=v ■■ ■ 


WRITE OUT AMOUHY 


$ 



REASON 



— — ^_ 



FOR CASHttR'S USE ONLY 



ACCOUNT 



3US-ACCT . 



J03 O* PROJECT MO. 



FORM HO. «S U }/tZ i 



: ^ 



b7C 



■■■■ 1 



..8» 



? 5 

v 

1 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 



Date 



March 29 9 1967 



Among the documents allegedly taken from Senator 
THOMAS J. DODD f s office which was made-available to the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation for copying by JACK N« 
ANDERSON 4 in February and March, 1966 -j. there was a file 
captioned "'The. Ambassadors 1 Club 0 ,f A review of this file 
disclosed the documents hereinafter set forth which appear to 
relate to this investigations 



b6 
b7C 



On 3/27/67 at Washington, D.C. 



-File # 



WFO 58-995 



SA 



by 



/dan 



3/28/67 



-Date dictated 



This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 
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9 



February 12, »965 



-• - Doar -Tom; ^ 

In accordance with our conversation of iVonduy, 
I arn enclosing herewith a sketch of Mrs. Margaret 
. Spinel, v ■ 

- Cord-Laity/ ■ 



The Honorable Tl. Dodd 
United States Senater"' ._, . • 
Washington, D. C, 20510 



b7C 



^oaa^c^j iuij^'i v i j. ^ ^ - tj.\ s * . a * X * s a i\ 



■ - - ■ ^> O*. ^ a ; ■ — v c j-^ o t 1913 ** I\, o c r+ c a t. o 1* , X <j w Vo; - 'x 

* ^ , l Cor n c j. i uli vu ;r s 1 * y n ci c i' v v , _* 1^ ^ w ^ c * * 0O1 , 

A iouridcr Oomc Oo*c ivUneSj Cat*o03.* 

\ * i » — s ^ "~ ■ — b - ■► 1 1 f 1 1 ") ■» » + " - - » ^ -\ ji» 

"V/ oils Ccilc^, ^urorii, Xcv.- Yorx. 

HDUCAT*OX: SrAith CoL + e^e 1933, !>• -A. # Plii Boi.a Xaopa. 

Snvlih Coiic^e Scholarship to Italy* ; 
, . .. ■ - CoAun;bi a University 193^ Ivl, A. v . 

University of Florence, Italy r 



Advisory *^o:;ibcr of Council of Music Department, Prin colon, 
Uni vers lly . 



'*C CO rn.pl; Sii£d AaUSIC luTi, 




SEMATOR'S SCHEDULE. — Tuesday, ' Decern Wr 8, 1964 



' *7 
2; 30 PW 

3:00. PM 
3:30 PM 

y . 3o 



..V W-'V 



. V. ' 



of Hamcurg (A member of the 6srr.2.:i 
Bundestag.) s_ 



b7C 



• 1 



... .. 



1-2. 




a 



Tuesday , February 18, 1964 



I came to the office with Mrs. Dodd, and 
Had iWh with 



bo 
b7C 



and 



[ 



Worked in the office all day. 
Mrs. Dodd and X went vjith the 



home. xor 
editor 
politics. 



and the 



coflee. 



To "The theatre an d then ba ck to *FKe ] 

is to beetle th@j political 
or the Ns?s? York Times . Wo had a long talk aibout 



His opinion is that President Johnson ^ill 
^in a very substantial victory in November. V/e also 
discussed the Kennedy Administration, the assassination, 
the way Chief Justice Warren has been conducting the 
inquiry and we got home about 12:30. 



and 



came in and talked about 



This is a typed copy since the only copy available is not 
sufficiently legible for reproduction and inclusion in a 
reports ^ 
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t 



Tine 



Frcro 



Message 



be • 




5-D 





I 



i' • 



***** 






T,,j... 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESt iGATION 



Date 



he 

b7C 



3/23/67 



^ s after being placed under oath 

by SA MILN E*' m f urn i skedT Tnforma t i On to Interviewing Agents on 
March 20, which was prepared in th e form of a statement, 
read, signed and sworn to by ! I on March 21, 1967, as 
follows : 

"Washington, D Q C 0 
/'March 21, 1967 



"I , | I having been 

duly sworn, make this statement freely and voluntarily 
to EDWARD C 0 PALMER and ROBERT F.. MILNE, II, who have 
identified themselves to me as Special Agents of the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 0 




"I pre sently reside_at 



Jfa^isg^n^JB^^* » and I am unemployed 



"I was formerly employed as Administrative 
Assistant to Senator THOMAS J 0 DODD of Connecticut 
from January, 1959 to May, 1965. 1 was on detached 
duty from December 7, 1964 to May, 1965 0 

"About 10:00 p 0 m o one Sunday evening in late 
October, 1964, just before the November election, I 
and three other members of Senator DODD 9 s staff were 
chatting in one of the sitting rooms in the house on 
Brace Road in West Hartford 0 Connecticut 0 The others 



pres ent were 
and 



I aamrtted 

door and helped him off with his'ccmto L 
excited and exhilarated* He said he had just made 



Tat^t/h* 



as 



On 3f/20-frL/67 at Washington, D„ C 



by 



.File # WFO 58-995 



SAs EDWARD C. PALMER and 

ROBERT F, MILNE, Hsdgp 



IK 



ate dictated 



3/22/67 



This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the F 
your agency ; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency 



is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 



WFO 58-995 
2 



an important deal, by which he explained that he 
had finally bro ught Senator DODD together with 



I I recall that I gained the general 
that il 



imp ression t hat it had been a very complicated day 
for | | and it h ad not been easy f or him to 



get DODD and I I t ogether , I as ked 



What kin d of a deal , I I saia rnac 



boss, A B E ^P M Jg L^ had agreed to make a 
in^on^ibution to 



510,000 campaign^ontribution to DODD, and all 
DODD had to do was to pledge that he would try 
to obtain an ambassadorship for ABE SPANEL o No 
country was mentioned with regard to the ambassador- 
ship, although I think something was mentioned 
which would i ndicate t hat it was a major am° 
bassadorshipo | "| emphasized that DODD would 







I knew 


) kn^w DODD w*j 



s close, to President JOHNSON* 
as Washington representative 
of International Latex Corporation* I had heard 
of ABE SPANEL, and considered him as head man of 
International Latex * I ha ve a recollect ion or 
impression of hearing from | l and from 

office conversation generally t;hat SPANEL, on 
occasion, paid for reprints of Senator DODD 8 s 
speeches 0 I also heard that DODD would insert 
in the Congressional kjecord reprints of paid 
advertisements of International Latex regarding 
foreign policy, problems, questions, issues, 
although I do not know for a fact that such 
advertisements were actually reprinted in the 
Congressional Record 0 



that $10,000 



,! I mentioned to 
was a lot of money and asked how Senator DODD was 
going to get it, L did not say so 9 but had in 
mind when I asked this question, the fact thatt 

16 
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an amount of $5,000 is the maximum political 
campaign contribution allowable from one donor 
under Fed eral law » | | said it was going to 

come from | | himself, and SPANEL*s name would 

not be involved o He indicated that the details 
in t his re gard had not ye t been f irmed up 0 I 
told I I I did not think I l had that kind of 

money/ and asked how he was go ing to make that 



]said the plan for the 



kind of contribu tion c T 

present was that | | would be paid a bonus 

in the a mount of the $1U»00 0 plus t he taxes he s 



would have to pay 



that, at 



"3F 



AN 



said he estimated 
EL would 



salary level, 

have to give him $15,000 or $16,000 out of company 
funds, to enable I I to make a $10,000 



contribution without losing anything himself 
due to tax payments he was to make* | 
answer raised the matter of a hidden contri- 



bution by a corporation, which was against 
law, but I did not go into this with 
the time c 



the 
] at 



"Th e conversation which I had with 

1 I in the hallway or foyer of the house 

took only a short time* He thereafter m oved 
into the s itting room from the hallway . I 

I was in t he room, | ~~ 
the room, and sinc d I was 

room when I was in it a few minutes before 



assumed tha£ 



J was in 

in the 
I 



] was still there, although 



I did not hear her say anything < 



repeated in substance to 
those in the room what he had told me, but in 
less detail o He said he had just made a big 
deal wh ich woul d be important to* the campaign 
I think | said that SPAN EL was going to 

make a 510 ,000 contribution to D0DD, and D0DD 
was going to try to get SPANEL an ambassadorship, 

17 
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indicating that DODD would do this in his capacity 
as a member of the Foreign Relations Committee 
of the UoS 0 Senate o 



"About two days after the above- men- 
tioned incident , on a Monday or a Tuesday , | 
I 1 who had been agitating for some time 

for a step-up in the newspaper advertising campaign 
and who had been turned down by DODD on the basis 
that money was not available for this, told me there 
was no reason he could not push ahea d with this and 
order the ads to be placed 0 | | had wanted to 

put full page advertisements in the Sunday editions 
of the New York limes and New York Herald Tribune 
newspapers 9 both of whi ch have large circulation 
in Connecticut^ I told | | to bg careful b efore 



he ^>rclered the^ads, to check with [ 



DODD 



staff member of the Hartford office 9 who disbursed 
campaig n funds 9 before maki ng definite arrangements „ 
I lagreed to check with 



the day£ 



i , Later in 

lappeared to be crestfal len ? he 

and! 



about the 



said he had check ed with 
said noo I 1 then told , 

money that was coming from SPANEL^_L 
reportedly replied 9 according to 
not m||;e any difference^ that did not change the 
picttote-o 



that did 



"Senator DODD never mentioned to me nor 
discussed with me the matter of a contribution 
by ABE SPANELo 



r, I later heard from 



during the fi rst week of December . 1964 that 



]had 



an 



through 



who 
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be 

hlC 



was then Senator DODD 1 s appointme nt secretary 9 
4 an appointment for | | with D0DD 9 in 



[ 



8 s office* around December 8 or 9 9 1964, 



tibutio 




e she asked 



if the con- 



[ 



had .promised had ever come in c 



] said no, that was the purpose of the 



^forthcomin g meeting he had just arran ged, 
I l.said shfi told I ~1 ?th^f«s 

disgusting : \ y referri ng t o the or iginal 

.deal as outlined by , and just 

, laughed. 



"I have read this statement of six pages and it 
is true and correct to the best of my knowledge „ 



If. 



Is/ 



"Sworn to and subscribed before 
me this twenty=first day of 
March, 1967, at Washington, D 0 C 0 

ROBERT F. MILNE, II 

special Agent, FBI, 

Washington, D. C„ 

"Witnessed: 

EDWARD C. PALMER, Special Agent 
FBI, Washington, D. C." 
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b6 
hlC 



With regard to | | having been on ''d etached duty* 1 



during period December , 1964 - May, 1965, 
was r eferred to by Senator DODD as a "leave of "absence." 



said that this 



said that after December 7, 1964, he stopped coming 
into the offic e every day* He said he and Senator DODD had 

a falling out, said DODD assigned him projects during 

the period December, 1964--May, 1965, and he visited DODD 
fairly often, several times, during this period. 



With regard to 
.advertisements having been turned down by 
said he expected that 



request for newspaper 



j request would be 
said about a week before this he himself 



turned down< 

asked about beefing up the campaign by increased runs, 
additional showings, of already existing radio and television 
scripts, to saturate the st^te with programs 9 and had been 
told by Senator DOD D that he would like to do this but did 



not have the money c 



knew this was not true, and thought 



that DODD had simply made a decision that victory was assured 
and he did not want to unnecessarily overspend on the campaign, 
to put out money for nothing 0 



| |said he had been suspicious that there was 

going to be a large scale diver sion of campaign funds* He 
said he had I I and | | run adding 

machine tapes on contributions taken in in the Washington 
office before leaving for Connecticut for the campaign 
proper in the first week of October, 1964 J I 
I H arrived at a total showing $135,000 to $139,000 

in contributions in 1964 alone, up to that date • 



and I H kgpt: track generally 



of contrib utions received after going to Connecticut 0 

| was able to do this because she wrote letters of 
thanks to contributors 0 She did not specify the amount 
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contributed in the letter of thanks, but would make a 
notation of the amount of the contribution on the file 
copy of each letter 0 



and 



estimated that by about 



October 15, 1964, $175,000 had been taken in, including 
the first tape figure f or%he contributions received in 
Washington; in addition other large amounts were known to 
be forthcoming from such events as labor-management 
testimonial dinner for DODD in Bridgeport , Connecticut , 
etc,;. Thus when D ODD said, around October 19 or 20, 1964, 

told him only $115,000 had come in, 



that 






knew this to 



[mentioned that he knew that 

of Senator DODD 9 s Hartford Office handled disbursements 
of campaign expenditures because on one occasion when[ 
drove with other staff members from Connecticut to 
Washington, he had a tir e blow out* He talked with 
about this and | said this would ^be^a campaign 

expense, and reffipibursed I IHf or th^ ; expendi ture in 
amount of $40, check for which wias signed by 



_mentioned that JACK ANDERSON had talked to 
on several occasions 0 One time ANDERSON 



i-*lVg>H rrl I anH to ABE SPANEL of International Latex 

Corporation together,, ANDERSON has a secretarial trans- 
cript of this conversation. According to there are 



substan tial discrepancies between the co nversati on of 



testified 



[ 



and SPANEL with ANDERSON and what 
to before the Senate Select Committee on Standards and 
Con duct c As an example o f what the disc repancies would 
b@ r l I said the name of [ ^^^^J President of QC^ 

Internationa l Latex 9 was not even mentioned , in the con^ 
versation of I 



J testif ied concerning 



and SPA NEL with ANDpRSON 

in his 



although 



before the Senate committee^ According to 
in his conversation with ANDERSON referred to contribution 
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to DODD as coming from company (International Latex) 
funds 9 but SPAN EL immediately corr ected hi m to say 
they were private funds, whereupon I ~U gr@ed that 
they were private $unds f as di^tingti i sh^H from compan^ 
fu nds o The transcript of I t estimony f according 

to I 1 injdicates both company and private funds were 
involved,, 
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On March 21, 1967, 



executed the 



following sworn statement at her place of employment, as set 
pvjt below: 

"Washington, D, Co 
'•March 21, 1967 



"I, 



being duly sworn, make 
the following free and voluntary s tatement to JAMES 
LEO ELDER and | | who identified 

themselves as special Agents or the Federal Bur eau 
of Investigation o I was bori£ l>^at_ 



Forrest^C^^^kg^^g,, Tj^side ^ajLj 



J^Waghi rng£on- 9 ==rD^— & 



I am currently employed as a secretary in the law 
office of Verner, Liipert and Bernhard, Room 1035, 
1875 Connecticut Avenue, N 0 Wo I was employed as a 
secretary to Senator THOMAS J G DODD of Connecticut 
from approximately July, 1961 through the first week 
of December, 1964 „ 

"From early October, 1964 or late September of 
that year until November 6, 1964, I was employed by 
the Senator in Connecticut having to do with his 
Senatorial campaign e My duties were arranging for 
speaking engagements, making campaign appointments 
iand generally balancing out his campaign schedule * 

"During that time I lived in a home rente d by 
Senato r DODD and his wife which was located on | 

jWest Hartford, C onnecticut, The Senator, nis 
wife, | 1 a secretary to the Senator, 

I I AriTnintst-Vat-tvA Assistant to f hp Senator, 



Office Manager, and 



t 



the Senator's Advisor on Foreign Policy and an em- 
ployee of the/ Senate Internal Security Committee, 
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also lived in the same housfe during the petiod of 
the campaign* I I chief responsibilities 



related to obtaining campaign support from nationalist 
groups* living in that state • 

M The Senator's campaign office was located in 
the Democratic State Central Committee Office on 
Main Street in Hartford, Connecticut ; 

"In the latter part of October , 1964 fl and on 
a Sunday night around 9 to 10 p 0 m o , | | in 

returning to the house where we were all living/ 
entered the sitting room and turned to me and said 9r 
? I have gone a long ways toward getting the money 
for the full-page ads/ or used words to that effect . 
He said, I I got together with Senator DODD 

today and it is all arrangedo 1 Again it is my recol- 
lection he used words to this effect. He said Mr. 
SPAN EL ijs going to make a $10.000 con tribution to 



I said it is 
Tand that all 



Senator DODD* s campaign, 
going to be done through 
Senator DODD has to do in return is to try to get 
Mr. SPANEL an ambassadorship 0 



"I know that I said to I J i'Well, I 

think that is terrible,' or used words to that 
effecto I meant by this I did not agree with the 
purpose of the contribution as it related to an 
ambassadorship . 

I H said that Senator DODD was on the 

Foreign Relations Committee and he can probably do 
it. Again, it is my recollection these are the 
words that he usedo 
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"As I recal l this concluded the conversation 
with I H on this subject matter . During 



this time the following persons were prese nt in the 
fli ftinp ,roonK | I and I 



Although I have said that | |had 

related the above conversation to me in the sitting 
room, he was in effect , saying it for the benefit 
of all those present at the- timeo It is possible 
that other individuals were entering and leaving 
the sitting room during the tiip e I had the above 
conversation with| 



M The ads referred to by 



were campaign 
and the 9 New 



ads to be run in the ?New York Times' 
York Herald Tribune^ and this subject m atter had 
been discussed several days earlier with 



f, In discussing, Messrs a SPANEL and 



_____ that 

I ha ve referr ed to in the Sunday night conversation 
with I I I knew &t that time both were officials 

of International Latex Corporation, that A Q No SPANEL 
in my im pression was th e head official of that com- 
pany and | also an official of that 
company , was known to Senator DODD as the latter had 
been in the Senator r s office on occasions in Wash- 
ington, Do" Co and had entertained Senator TODD in 



Washington , Do Co I do p 
between Senator DODD and|_ 



fit- knnw the* t»^1 Wfi nn gh-fl p 

but I know he 



had on occasions visited the Senator *s office at 
least one year earlier <, 



"On the same Sunday that | | talked to 

me about the $10 9 000 contri bution, I ha d earlier made 
telephonic arrangements for i 1 to meet with 

Senator DODD on that day 0 The Senator was traveling 
in Fairfield County, Connecticut 9 and accordin g to 



the arrangements made* 



I knew- that 
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catch up with the Senator at some reception in the 
county o Se veral davs pr ior to the Sunday that I have 
referred to] [had endeavored to reach 



Senator DODD in Connecticut and wa£ not successful 0 
The Senator had then returned the call by reaching 
I ~| in Washi ngton, Do Go Senator DODD told 



me that 



would be coming to Connecticut 
and for me to a rrange for a n appointment with him 
and as I recall 
reservation fox 
ticut o 



lasked me to make a hotel 
on his arrival in Connec- 



M During the ea rly Sunda y afternoon that I have 



referred to« Messrs 



an 



4 



came to the 



campaign office of Senator DODD in the Democratic 
Headqua rters Office in Hartford 0 At that time I 

gave to | a copy of the Senator 8 s schedule 

for that day and I recall making >a telephone call 
at one of the stops of the Senator in rvrrW tn arrange 
for the appointment b etween the S enator and 



accompanied] 



I do not know whether 
on his proposed meeting with Senator DODD on that day; 
however 9 they did leave the office together □ 

"There was no further conversation as I recall 
concerning the $10,000 campaign contribution that 
was proposed concerning the ambassadorship that I 
have related above 0 After the general election in 
November 9 1964 9 and on either December 3rd* December 
4th or possibly the morning of December 7 , 1964 9 I x 
received a telephone call from | ~| requestirig 



an appointment to see the Senator 0 I told[ 



that the Senator was out of town at the time and 
that I would relay his request for an appointment 
to Senator D0DD o I contacted Senator DODD by tele 
phone o n that date and made an appointment for 
I | as I recall for December 8 or 9 fi 1964* 



It is 



my recollection that I made an entry oh the telephone 
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log of the appointment that I had made for| | 

I with Sen ator DODDo Sometime .-during that 
day | ~ walked into my office and I told 

him that 1 had either made appointments as I have 
indicated above or was ^n the proc ess of making the 
appoi ntments . I asked I I if the $10,000 



contribution had been made 



said the pur- 



pose of the meeting was about the contribution . 

Ol 0n Monday, December 7, 1964, I left the 
employ of Senator DODD and I d© not know further 
concerning this subject matter 0 

J 'I have read this statement consisting of 
this and five other typewritten pages and it is' 
true and correct to the best of my knowledge and 
belief o 



01 



Is/ 



"Sworn to and subscribed before me this 21st 
dav of Marc h. 1967 ■» at Washington 0 Do C 



Special Agency s Federal Bureau of Inves 



tigationo 
"Witness: 



**JAMES LEO ELDER , Special Agent , Federal Bureau of 

investigation, 3/21/67." 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
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[ 



I who r_ esides_a.t_ 
Wakhtngton, DM..., telephone number 1 ~ 



] 



the to 11 owing statements 



and who £s employed 
f urni shed 



"Washington, D.C> 
"March 27, 1967/ 



in 



] having been duly sworn , make 



thi s statement freel y and voluntarily to ROBERT F, MILNE , II 
and | | who have identified themselves to me as 

' oTThe 



Special Agents 



Federal Bureau of Investigation, 



"I was employed as office manager by Senator THOMAS 
J . DODO of Connecticut from May, 1961 9 to January 31, 1966. 

"During the 1964 . senatorial campaign^ I worked 
during the campaign on behalf of Senator DODD's re-election 
in Hartford, Connecticut,, I saw I I whom I believe 

was a Vice President of Industrial Latex Corporation in charge 
of;. Washington office, at Senator DGDD tt s campaign headquarters 
located at 525 Main St reet, Hartford. Connecticut/ in. "late 



October, 1964 «> I knew 



because I had had occasion 



to deal with his office in Washington and had seen h im in 
Washington , I made a re servation for i I at the 

request of at a hotel in Hartford, Connecticut, 

as I recall at t he Statler Hilton Hotel, during latter.:: part 

?as the member of the Senator's 



of October, 1964 \ 
staff who would normally handle the research and preparation of 
Senator WW* g 'spe eches on Foreign affairs, and who consequently 



usually dealt with 



J>f Internation Late* Corporation 



"O ne evening in late October, 1 964, on the oc casion 
whe-n I I was in Hartford, Connecticut 9 | p re turned 



On 



by 



3/27/67 



_at 



Washington, D.G. 
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to, the house at | 1 Conn* 9 where 



Senator DODD and family and staff were residing 9 and told a 
group of the staff members 9 including myself r that ABE 
SPANEL was willing to contribute $10,000 in return for the 
Senator 9 s as sistance in securing an ambassadorship anywhere* 



J stated he had received this offe r t hrough 



TT 



J and 



wejre present when told the group of this offer * 



"I recall a discussion at approximately the sarnie 
time, but not necessarily on the same evening^ at which time 
indicated that the manner in which the above- 



mention ed transaction would be carried out was that I I 
I 1 would receive from International Latex a bonu^ for 

$109000 plus the additional amount required to allow him to 

declare this bonus on his income tax return* | Iwpuld 

then give the money to Senator DODD* 

"I do not know of my own personal knowledge whether 
or not this transaction ever to6k place* I never discussed 
this matter with Senator DODD* 

"I have read this statement of three pages and it 
is true and correct to tt\e best of my knowledge and belief , 



"Sworn to and subscribed before me this 

twpnty«> seventh day of March, 1967, at Washington, D^Co'y 

•ROBERT F* MILNE p II 9 Special Agent 9 FBI - 9 Washington,' D,C*% 

"Wi tnessed s I I Special Agent , Federal Bureau 

of Investigation, Washington, DoC. 9 3/27/67" 
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1 


told 


made some 



said 



who was p 



told about the offer of SPANEL through 



rp.spnt. when 
I I 



made some comment to th e effect that she thought this 



was a little unusual 5 whereupon 
the way these things were dond 0 



explained that this was 



recalled that when 



was in 



Connecticut^ Senator DODD had a rough schedule, wit h many 
stops each day throughout the state,, |_ I took off 

by k car 9 saying he was going to pick up 
trying to meet the Senator 0 



they were 



] wa 



said that previous to the occasion when 
s in Hartford \ Connecticut^ in late October 9 1964 s 



Senator DODD had arranged for reprints from the Congressional 
Recqrd of Internat ional Latex Corpo ration full page newspaper 



advertisements fori 
distribution of the material, 
of obtaining the reprints from the Public Printer* 



office^ which handled the 
handled the arrangements 
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•/Secretary to Senator THOMAS. J. DODD, was interviewed on 
j March 20, 1957, and furnished the folio wing suorn signed 
•f statement on March 23, 1967: 



"Washington, D.C. 
March 23, 1967 




tlT 



I , | | being duly sworn make 



thi s free and voluntary statement to PHILLIP M. KING 
and | [ vho have identified themselves 

to me as Special Agents of the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation* 



"I am Senator THOMAS J * DODD's personal 
secretary and' I have held this position since 
December, 1964. • • , .' . 

• "During the. senatorial campaign- of 1964, 
along with other members of Senator- pODD's- staff , I 
stayed at Sbftator popD 1 s ''-staff house, * in West Hart- 
ford, Connecticut v During this period of t ime, I ha ve 
no reco llection of any conve rsation whereinj | * 
I 1 allegedly i btated that | J of Inter- 

national Latex 'Corporation wa^ - to~^oliaTe^lQ ,000 to. 
Senator DODD's campaign for which the Senator *;ou!d 
attempt to obtain an ambassadorship for ''SPABEL. I 
am certain that if I heard such a conversation I 
would recall it. I do not recall any conversation 
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with] (concerning large contributions by 

anyone. I did not become aware of the testimonial 
contribution by International Latex, until 1 read 
about it in the newspapers, - 

"I have read the above statement and it is 
true and correct to the best of m%, knowledge „ 



•7s/ 



"Sworn to and subscribed before me this 
23rd day of March, 1967c 



•7s/ 



Special Agent, FBI 
¥ash a , D.C. . 



PHILLIP M. KIHG 
FBI Wash, D;C 4 
3/23/67 il 



FS-302 (Re a 4-15 6-ij 
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Date, 



3/24/67 



]was interviewed on 



3* 



March 20, 1967 • Prior to the interview, he was informed of 
the identity of the interviewing Agents and that he was to be 
interviewed , concerning an alleged $10,000 campaign contribu 
tiori for which;. the contr ibutor was to be nominated to an 
ambassadorships | | was furnished a statement of his 

rights and after reading it, he signed the waiver of rights 
On March 23, 1967, he furnished the following ; sworn signed 
statement: 




VI 



I 



"Washington, D.C. 
March 23, 1967 

being duly sworn make this 



free and voluntary . statement to PHILLIP M. KING and 
| who have identified themselves 



to me as Special Agents of the Federal Bureau of . 
Investigation. ..• . • 

"lavish to state that I did not have a 
conversation in Senator THGHAS J. DODD 1 s\ 1 staff 
house 1 in West Hartford, Connecticut , inj October or ' 
November, 1964, or at any other ti me, with anyone 
pertaining to a Meal 1 under which | ] 
or Mr. A. N. SPANSL would contribute $ 10, 000 to 
Senator DODD 1 s campaign fund in exchange for efforts 
by Senator DODD to obtain an ambassadorship for Mr, 
S PANEL. 

"Some time in the latter part of A ugust o r 
earlv S eptember 1964 I had a discussion with \ 
I I (who was a friend of the Senator's and a 
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frequent visitor at our office) about raising* 
additional funds for the Senator's campaign. 



said that he Was going to try to raise 
$10,000 from his business associates. My under- 
standing was that he planned to raise the money from 
Mr. 5 FAN EL and other individuals in International 
Latex . I mentioned this;; at the time to 



who was then the Senator's administrative 



assistant , because the prospect of additional cam- 
paign funds was always good new s* I probably also 



mentioned it to 



at the time but in 



a separate conversation. Certainly there was 
nothing secret about the matter. 



Wher{ 



visited Hartford during 
the campaign, I was disappointed to learn that he 
had been unable to raise the $10 i 000 about which he 
had spoken. He gave me only small hope that it 
might be raised before the close of th e camp aign. 



I reported on my conversation toj [and to 

I I separately r as I had re ported on my 



earlier conversation with j | described in 

paragraph three of this statement, : 

"It was late J anuary or ea rly /February 



bo- 
b7( 



1965 when I learned from] ] that he had 

contributed $8,000 to the upcoming. testimonial 
dinner for Senator D0DD. * ' ? •/ 



"On several occasions over the ars l I 
]had discussed with me, briefly and in a vague 



and general manner, t he possibili ty of ' ari .ambassador- 
ship for Mr. SPAN EL. I l agreed that any 
recommendation would have to come, from Mr :. SPANEL's 
own Senator, Senator WILLIAMS of New Jersey* He . 
asked whether a seconding letter from Senator D0DD 
might not be helpful. I said, if Senator WILLIAMS 
recommended 3PANEL, I would take the m atter of a 



ii 



seconding letter up wi th Senator D ODD 0 [ 
of my discussions with 
we were ever asked, we could recommend a\ seconding 
letter to Senator DODD. 



knew 



and agreed that if 



"But nothing more ever happened* To my 
knowledge no specif iq request for a seconding letter 
was ever directed to 'our office and no such letter 
was ever written, * 



"There was absolutely no connection 
whatsoever between money and the fact that Senator 
DODD might second Mr* SPAN£L for an ambassadorship 
if Senator DODD were asked* ft 



"I had no conversation with 
] after the election concerning 



efforts to raise money before the elect i£iL 
I had no c onversations of any kind with 



ndeed, 



for at least three weeks before her dis- 
missal o n- Dag amber 7, 19S 4 S The last two weeks of 
NWember J ' ; , , \ . | was on vacation. The first 
week in D^eamt^; I spent in Florida with Senator 
D0DD o ThV'^epatbr delivered the opening address at 
a 'School far Governor s f Aides 1 conducted by the 
Committee (fc Cold War Education of the National 
Governors 1 Conference* I myself conducted several 
seminars for the governors' aides during the course * 
of -the week, returning to Washington oh Sunday 
evening. When I returned to the office : bn : the 
mornincr of ppcpm bgr 7, I distinctly recall avoiding 
bgcau sg I knew that Senator DODD 

"hi 1 *"HI I ' 

and] | were 



planned to fire boi: 
that very morning 



dismissed and were out of the office before noon of 
Monday, December 7 ♦ 



claimed that ..I hST^f^ff^ 



n her testimony; f 
to her in January x9"65 
a letter tc President -'JOHNSON recommending SPINEL 
for an ambassadorship* The only l^ttp.r t o the 

President I ever dictated to] |that had 

to do with S PANEL vras a very brief letter trans- 
mi t t ing a memorandum f rom Mr. SPAN EL on how to deal 

with] | (This letter was introduced 

at the hearing) * The letter made absolutely no 1 
mention of an ambassadorships 



•3 5 
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"This letter, moreover, was never /sent fl 
The original is still in our office, crossed through 
with pencil, and marked ! Not Sent' 0l 

11 1 have read the above statement, consisting 
of this page and three preceding pages, and it is true 
and correct to; the bestc-bf my knowledge* 



1st 



"Sworn to and subscribed before tie this 
23rd day of March, 1967. 



/si 



Special Agent, F.B.I • 
Wash,, D-.C. 



b 
b 



PHILLIP Ma KING • 
Special Agent, FBI 
Wash, D ? C. U 



In addition to the foregoing information^ 
advised that he never had a conversation with[™ 



as 



to where the money was to c ome from ; however, he assumed that 



and his associates at Inter- 



It was to be contributed by [ 
nationa l Latpx Corporation* There, was never a discussion 
between l I and hira as to how this payment should be ' 

recorded on the books of International Latex C orporation, He 
does not r ecall having had a conversation with I | 



] abou t^H^kiiig__an appointment for 



see 



Senator DODD during the early part of December, 1964„ 



A description of 



and interview, is as follows: 



obtained through observation 



Name : 
Sex: 
Race : 



Male 
White 



WO 58-995 



Age: 

Date of Birth: 
Place of Birth: 
6 Citizenship: 

Height: 
Weight: 
Build: 
Hair : 
Eyes: 

Characteristics: 



t 




5 feet 6 inches 
150 pounds 
Medium 

Black, bald on top 
Brown 

Black moustache 
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Date March 28, 1967 



On March 24 , 1967 1 t elephoned SA 

J to advise that after furnishing a signed statement 
23 9 1967 9 he had reviewed his travel records; therefore^ 



on March 

he would like to submit an amended signed statement to clarify 
several matters. 



On March 27, 
signed statements 



1967 9 he furnished the following sworn 



''Washington, D 0 Co 
M March 27, 1967 



free and 



[ 



being duly sworn, make this 
voluntary s tatement to PHILLIP M 0 KING and 
who have identified themselves 



to me as Special Agents of the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation o 

"I wish to state that I did not have a conver- 
sation in Senator THOMAS J c DODD^s 8 staff house 8 in 
West Hartford, Connecticut, in October or November 
1964, or at any other t ime 9 with anyone pe rtaining 

or Mr G A 0 



to a fi deal 9 under which 
N 0 SPANEL would contribute $10,000 to Senator DODD's 
campaign fund in exchange for efforts by! Senator 
DODD to obtain an ambassadorship for Mr* SPANEL 0 

"Sometime in the latter part of Augu st or early 
September, 1964, I had a discussion with 
(who was a friend of the Senator e s and a trequent 
visitor at our office) about raisi ng addition al 
funds for the Senator's campaigns j said 



On 



3/24 and 27/67 
_at _ 



Washington,- Do G< 
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that he was going to try to raise $10 ,000 from his 
business associates • My understanding was that he 
planned to raise the money from Mr • SPANEL and other 
individuals in International L atex, I mentioned this 
at the time to — — n ^ Q wag t ^ e ^ t ^ e Sena- 
tor 9 s administrative assistant , because the prospect 
of additional campaign funds wa g always good ne ws<> 
I probably also mentioned it to | I at 



the time „ but in a separate conversation 
there was nothing secret about the matter. 



Certainly 



9, When| |visited Hartford during the 

campaign, I was disappointed to learn that he had 
been unable to raise the $10,000 about which he 
had spoken o He gave me only small hope that it 
might be raised before the close of the campaign 0 
Absolutely nothing was said about an ambassadorship 
for SPANEL in the course of this conversation 



M I rep orted on my conv ersation separately to 



1 and to | 

my earlier conversation with[ 



as I had reported on 
described in 



paragraph three of this statement . 

"It was late J anuary or ea rly February, 1965, 



when I learned from 



that he had contri- 



buted $8,000 to the upcoming testimonial dinner for 
Senator D0DD o 



"On several occasions over the years 
had discussed with me, briefly arid in a vague and 
general manner, the possibil ity of an ambassadorship 
for Hvo SPANEL o | | agreed that any recom- 

mendation would have to come from Mr 0 SPANEL 9 s own 
Senator, Senator WILLIAMS of New Jersey <> He asked 
whether a seconding letter from Senator DODD might 
not be helpful o I said if Senator WILLIAMS recom- 
mended SPANEL 9 I would take the matter of a seconding 
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letter up with S enator DQDDo | |knew of my 



discussions with| | and agreed that if we 



were ever asked * we could recommend a seconding 
letter to Senator DODDo 

"But nothing more ever happened • To my know- 
ledge no specific request for a seconding letter was 
ever directed to our office 9 and no such letter was 
ever written „ 

"There was absolutely no connection whatsoever 
between money and the fact that Senator DODD might 
second Mr, SPANEL for an ambassadorship if Senator 
DODD were asked 0 



M I had no conversation with 



after the election concerning ! efforts 



to raise money before the election. Indeed, I am 
certain that I had no conversations of any kind with 

for some weeks before her dismissal 



on December 7, 1964 0 The last two weeks of November, 

was on vacation 0 The foll owing week, 
as far as we have been able to determine J 



I I was in the office 0 We may have been in 

our respective offices at the same time on Monday, 
November 30 s but I cannot recall seeing her or 
having any conversation with her on that day 0 On 
Tuesday, December 1, I left for Florida with Senator 
DODDo The Senator delivered the opening address at 
a 9 School for Governoxs 0 Aides 1 conducted by the 
Committee on Cold War Education of the National 
Governors 0 Conference 0 I myself conducted several 
. seminars for the governors 0 aides during the course 
of the week 9 returning to Washington on Sunday evening „ 
When I returned to the office on the mo rning o f 
December 7„ I d istinctly recall avoidin g! I and 
I I because 1 knew that Senator DODD 

planned to fire both of them that very morning 0 

m 
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and| | were dismissed and were out of 

the office before noon of Monday , December 7 0 



in her testimony, claimed 
that I had dictated to her in January, 1965, a letter 
to President JOHNSON recommending SPANEL for an am- 
v bassadorshi po The only letter to the President I ever 
dictated to | | that had to do with SPANEL 

y brief letter transmittin g a memorandum 
SPANEL on how to deal with|_ 



was a v 

from Mr _ 

(The letter was introduced at the hearing) 0 The 
letter made absolutely no mention of an ambassador - 
ship. 

M This letter, moreover 9 was never sento The 
original is still in our office, crossed through 
with pencil, and marked 9 Not Sento 9 

9I I do not recall discussing the matter of an 
ambassadorship for Mr Q SPANEL at any time with Senator 
DODDo I prnhaMv AiA ' ne%t ralsp the matter with the 

Senator because| |never got around to the 

point of making a specific request for a supporting 
letter o • 



''I have read the above statement, consisting of 
this page and 3 preceeding pages, and it is true to 
the best of my knowledge,, 



7s/ 



M Sworn to and subscribed before me this 27th day of 
March, 1967 • 



Special Agent, FBI, Wash* D 0 Co ,f 
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to 



I 



_ a dvised that his na me was legally changed 
rpn| | and that h e has used this 

name since entering th e United States in | He Stated 

is | I and th at he used this 

rior to enter- 



that his birth name 
name along with the name 
ing the United States 
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Date 



he ■ 

"hlC 



3/23/67 



was interviewed on March 20 n 19 



ee< 



furnished information which was incorporated into a signed 
statement which she read/ swore to and sigrjted on March 21 9 
1967 # That statement is set out as follows! 

"Washington, D a C e 

March 21, 1967 



in her off? 

After being advised of the identity and offici al p ositions of 
Special Agents (SAs) I I and I 

I I she was placed under oath by SA I I She 



"I 



being duly sworn 



hereby make the following free an d vo luntary state- 
ment t o I I and I I 
| ] who have identified themselves tto me as 
Special Agents of the Federal Bureau of Investi- 
gation,, 



"I presently resid ent 



Vtr_gj^a^22Q3P^ and I am 



now employed^as" a secretary in the Center for 
Applied Linguistics located on the. eighth floor at 
1717 Massachusetts Avenue, N 0 W 0 , Wa shirigton , , D» 

"From July, 1963, until October, 1965, I 
was employed in the office of Senator THOMAS J« 
DODDp After a few weeks in tha t office I was 
assigned to be the secretary to 1 \ and 



continued in that capacity for about one and one- 
half years, although I do not recall the exact date 
I stopped working for| | During the period I 



] 



n„ 3/20 |21/67 



_ai_ 



Washington,, D 0 C 



I 
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worked for 



he handled matters dealing with 



foreign relations for Senator DODD and spent 
almost all of his time in Senator DODD 1 s Office/ 
although he was actually on the payroll of the 
Senate Subcommittee on Internal Security * The 
remaining time I worked in Senator DODD 0 s Office -\ 
w as about evenly sp lit between first being secretary 
to | Executive Assistant to the 

Senator 9 and later 9 uponf 
that offi ce 9 being secretary to[ 



] departure from 



] 



who was then Executive Assistant to Senator DODD 
I do not recall the exact dates that I was secretary 
for these three men 0 



5 J 
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M About a year ago 9 as I recall sometime 
in early 1966 0 I was in a discussion with I I 

Jand [ 



or 

SPANEL 9 Chair - 



who were members of Senator DODD u s staf f • This 
was one of a number of discussion sessions in which 
we talked about what we felt was wrongdoing by 
Senator DODD in connection with his duties as a 
Senator o At these sessions one of us would mention 
something he or she had learned or heard and the 
others would fill in details where possible from 
information available to them 0 In th is par ticular 
session someone 2 and I believe it was 
possibly | | mentioned that A • N 0 

man of the Board of International Latex Corporation^ 
had agreed to make a substantial contribution to 
Senator DODD 0 s 1964 campaign fund in return for the 
Senator °s promise to assist SPANEL in getting an 
ambassadorship after the 1964 election* I do not 
remember if the amount of money was mentioned at 
that time and if it was I do not recall the amount, 
I do recall that after hearing this I then remembered 
that I had previously typed a one or two page letter 
to the President of the United States for Senator 
DODD 9 s signature which dealt with information which 
had been furnished by SPANEL as to his qualifica- 
tions as a potential ambassador 9 Ms knowledge of 
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the Trench situation and his knowledge of be 
the French pe ople 0 This letter was dictated by 
and I believe this occurred in 



December 9 1964* or early January * 1965 * While 



I can: 
after 




b7C 



mber the exact time I feel it was 
returned from Connecticut subsequent 
to the November 4, .1964, elections* Since* as I 
recall * I was on vacation all of November 
subsequent to the election I believe this letter 
had to be dictated in December * 1964 * or later* 

I feel that I remember this letter 
because it was prepared in rough draft form a 
number of times prior to being completed in 
finished form* Had it not been for this I feel 
sure that I would probably not recall it* It was 
normal procedure in preparing letters to the 
President to redraft them a number of. times in 
order that when completed they were as near perfect 
as possible* I recall no further details of the 
letter other than as generally outlined above and 
to the best of my knowledge it was similar to other 
letters written to the President relative to re- 
commendations for high positions in government* not 
necessarily ambassadorial <> I have no way of 
knowing if this letter was ever sent to the Presi- 
dent of the United States as I did not have the 
responsibility for sending letters out* I have 
been shown a copy of a letter dated January 27* 
1965* to the President over the signature of 
Senator THOMAS J c DODD which furnishes information 
given to Senator DODD by Ao N« SPANELo This is a 
copy of a letter* the original of which was shown to 
me when I testified before the Senate Select Committee 
on Standards and Conduct on March 15* 1967* and it is 
not the letter w hich I referr ed to above as having 
been dictated bv l I The January 27* 1965* 



letter* which I notice bears a line through the entire 
letter and the notation "'not sent n * was not prepared 
by me* As a matter of fact the January 27* 1965* 
letter is not the usual type letter sent from Senator 
DODD°s Office in that I cannot recall ever preparing 
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a letter which dealt solely with furnishing infor- 
mation to the President and which contained no 
requests or recommendations 0 In addition^ 
letters prepared for the President are not 
accompanied by enclosures as in the case of the 
January 27 9 1965 9 letter 9 but instead; have all the 
pertinent material included in the letter itself • 

" I do not ha ve a copy of the letter I 
wrote for] |relative to Mr 0 SPANEL, but I 



do recall that I always kept copies of letters I 
prepared in a chronological file in the Senator 9 s 
office whether or not these letters went out 0 as 
in many instances I did not know whether or not 
they went out* 



B6 
hlC 



never said anything to me 

relative to contributions to Senator DODD°s 
campaign funds by or on behalf of SPANEL and 
never said anything on this subject matter in my 



presenc e » I realize that | | has stated that 



I furnished him this info rma tion in the prese nce 



of | 1 and^ 



however 9 this was never done in ny presence* 

U I recall that I have heard that payments 
or contributions were made by or on behalf of Mr* 
SPANEL but I cannot pinpoint the time except that I 
do believe that I heard prior to leaving the employ 
of Senator DOPD that some money changed hands but 
I do not recall the amount mentioned or details* I 
do not recall the amount of money mentioned at 
that time although I am sure a specific amount was 
mentioned and in addition I am not certain as to my 
source of this knowledge but I believe that I heard 
it from BOYD a 

H X do not know Mr* SPANEL and to my 
knowledg e have never met him @ I do know I 



I 1 Vice President of International Latex Corpora- , 

ti6n 5 inasmuch as he visited Senator DODD°s Office / 

46 



WFO 
5 



58-995 



on perhaps six or seven occasions over a few months 
pe riod and on those occasions he could have talked 
to I l or he could have talked to Senator DGDD 

as I do not know the purpose of his visits* In 
addition I do not recall the period covered by 
these visits whether before or after the 1964 
campaign and I am only sure I did not see him in 
November, 1964, as I was not there at that time. 
During these visits I never heard anything indi- 
cating payments or contributions of any type* 

M While employed in Senator DODD°s 
Office I never did anything relative to Mr, SPANEL 
except prepare th e one letter m entioned above * I 
did not associ ate I I visits with the 

letter I had written relative to SPANEL at the 
time of 



visits but realized at a 



later date that there could have been some connection* 



[ 



"On further reflection, I recall that 
told me that she set up an 



appointm ent between Senat or DODD and[ 
I I She told me that 



had indicated 



to her that money would change hands at this time e 

"I have read the above statement, 
consisting of this and six other pages, all of 
which is true and correct to the best of my 
knowledge and belief 0 



March 21, 1967 

"Sworn to and subscribed before 
me on March 21 a 1967 0 at Washington, D 



Special Agent, FBI, 
Washington, D 0 C. 



Witness 



SA, FBI 5 



Washington, D P C." 
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idvised on March 21, 1967, that, 



although she had stated on the previous day that s he did 
not reca ll the exact d ates she worked for i | 



and 



as set out in her signed statement^ 
sHi did not want to leave the impression that she was vague 
about this employipento She said that if more exact dates are 
necessary she feels sure she can compare this employment 
with other events which are a matter of record and can 
estimate each accurately within a week or twoo 



be 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 



Date March 28 , 1967 



residence, [ 



Senator THOMAS J, DODD was interviewed at his 



3 Washington ± Do C* , on 



Saturday afternoon, March 25, 1967 . Senator DODD furnished 
the information set forth in the following unsigned statement 0 
Senator DODD indicated that he was going to be out of town 
until about April 3, 1967, and that he would be willing to 
execute a signed statement upon his return 0 

Prior to the commencement of the interview and 
after the purpose of the interview had been explained to 
him, he executed a Waiver of Rights form, dated March 25, 1967 



•bo 
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"I, THOMAS J 
f q! 1 nwina f re 

Tand[ 



"Washington, D° Co 
DODD* being duly sworn « make the 



and voluntary statement to| 



who have identified 



themselves to me as Special Agents of the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation,, I was born May 15. 1907 . 
in Norwich, C onnecticut 0 I reside at | | 
I | Washington, D 0 Co I am a United 

States Senator from the State of Cbnnecticut 0 



11 Agents 



and 



have asked me 



questions concerning my relationships with certain 
officials of the International Latex Corporation 
of Dela ware and particu larly the circumstances con- 
cerning |^^^^_^^^^_| an official of that company, 
having given me $8,000 <, I have also been asked 
whether this $8,000 had any relationship to an 
ambassadorship for Ao N 0 SPANEL, Chairman of the 
Board of International Latex Corporation or my 



On 

by 



3/25/67 



-at 



Washington, Do C< 
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assisting him in any way for an ambassadorship or 
any other position*. 

9, I desire to state that approximately threeM 
or four years ago, and possibly as early as the * 
year 1962, I met Mr \ SPANEL for the first time $id 
aw him possibly on only two occasions during that 
time 0 These meetings were at social gatherings 
held at either the Metropolitan Club or the Cosmos 
Club both located in Washington , Do Co I believe 
on both the occasions, the functions were at; the 
latter club; however f the functions could have been 
at another similar type club in this city 0 Since 
the above functions, I never again met with Mr Q 
SPANEL o I at no time discussed with him, nor inter- 
ceded in any way or assisted him on the matter of 
his possibly obtaining an ambassadorship or a 
similar position 0 Mr c SPANEL never at any time 
sought my assistance in this regard. 

5t I first met[~~~~~ l viee President of 

International Lat«?^otpo^Kion7 approximately/ six 
or seven years ago and he has on an infrequent 
basis visited my office in Washington since that 
time. It is my recol lection that four or five years 



ago, when| |was in my office, he asked me 

in a very casual way what I thought^ of obtaining an 
ambassadorship for Mr Q SPANEL and what T thmiohf. of 
him generally in this regardo I told | |I 



thought well of Mr 0 SPANEL ° 9 however, I said that 
someone from Mr ? SPANEL °s home state should rec ommend 
him for such a position 0 The conversation wi th | 1 
I I on the subject matter of the ambassadorship 

was never further mentioned • t 
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"It is my present recolle ction that I have 
never met a I I an official of Inter- 

national Latex Corporation and if I ever did meet him 
I am sure I would not recognize him if I 
him again . 



should meet 



"In explaining the circums tances of my re- 
ceiving $8,000 from | | I wish to state 



that i t is my rec ollection that in about &a^tty of 
1965, | | was in my office in Washington, 

Do Co , and gave me a sum of money in cash which I 
believe was $8,000 0 This cash was in a w hite letter 
lize en velope as I recall •' I also recall 



i telling me at the time, the money was from 
a group of hi s , | L friends 0 I do not know 

the identity of those individuals who participated 
in giving me the money and no knowledge that the 
source of the funds was from the International 
LatPx Corporation. It is my recollection that ' 

I I told me the approximately $8,000 would . 

purchase eight tables for a testimonial dinner, 
which would be and was actually held in Hartford, 
Connecticut, in the Statler-Hilton Hotel in March, 
1965 o 

"I would like to categorically deny that there 
was ever an agreement and offer of any kind on my 
part to assist Mr o SPAN EL in obtaining an ambassa- 
dorship and for which this money, that I have dis- 
cussed, was a considerat ion 0 It is my feeling thje 



money was given to me by and his friends 



because they wanted to help me out < 

"A day or so af ter receiving the money from 



I gave it to | | who manages my 



He used part of 



senatorial office in Connecticut o 
the funds to defray expenses of the March, 1965, 
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dinner and the balance was returned to me 0 Approx- 
imately $2,000 or $3,000 of the amount that was re- 
turned to me was used to pay a 1958 campaign debt 



The balance of the 



obtained from [ 
money was for my day-to-day^use 




to me by 
outlined 



under the circumstances I have 
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M In relating my campaign activities in Connec- 
ticut in the 1964 election „ I wish to state that I 
have no recollection of meeting with ! | in 
that state du ring October or at any time during the 

campaign o If came to Connecticut at 

campaign time, I am certain I made no arrangements 
telephonically or otherwise for him to come or to 
meet with me. Further, if he did come arid particu- 
larly on a Sunday afternoon late in October before 
the 1964 elections, I am sure I had no discussion of 
any kind with him ? and if he was present at any of 
the gatherings on that Sunday afternoon in Fairfield 
County or any other place, I could have shaken hands 
with him while in the receiving line while at one 
of the several functions I attended 0 

U I have been asked if I was x^^irSif~}iriL p^sr M '~' 
letter I received on February 12, 1965, from 
nclosing a background sketch of Mrs 0 
MARGAREf^PANEL, the wife of A ? N ? SPANEL* 



It is 

my recollection that at the time I received this 
biographical sketch that the White House was talking 
about using more women in government and that I ~l 
had told him that Mrs Q SPAN EL was a very unusual 
woman who had considerable accomplishments in the 
field of education and social activities^ I do 
not recall that I used this sketch for any purpose 
and my o nly reco llection is that it was submitted 
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n I have been shown a letter to the President 
of j the ^United States frpmaine dated Janmai^ 2Efei 1965 „ 
which ;:#!5:,.;,.marked" -Mot .Sent* V This letter ha sgattached 
to fefcba memorandum: which was given to me by 
The memorandum contains information regarding General 
DE GAULLE 3 which had been obtained by A 0 N, SPANELo 
This letter was not sent and I believe the reason 
it was not sent was because our relationships were 
strained with the French and I felt that if this 
memorandum fell into wrong hands 9 it could create 



an embarrassing situation^ 
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Date 



z 



3/23/67 



he 
hie 



Washin^torr^ ^D^^^partt^time consultant to International Latere 
Corporation/ was telephonically contacted at his residence at 
about 9 :15 a.m OJ , for the purpose of arranging an appointment, 
stated he understood he would probably be contacted 



by Agents and that he desi red to talk with his attorney prior 
to making an appointment e 



tact his attorney immediately 



advised he would con- 



informed Sa[ 



]Law 



called back at about 9:30 aM 9 
he is being re presente d by 
~]reque s te d 



and 



Firm, 



Attorney with[ | be contacted because 

fwould represent him in this matter. 



On §3/21/67 
by 



-at W as hington, D.C, 
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Attorney with Law Firm of | | 

was teleph pni callv contacted. 



stated 



Lstated he is representing! 

I has testified before the Senate Select Committee 
on Standards and Conduct, which is investigat ing the charges 



r 



of miscondu ct against Senator THOMAS J. DODD„ | | said 

he believedl testimony was complete, but if Agents 



had addition al fluegrions concerning this m atter, he would 

jjniSrtee available for interview at his j | office 

with ] [ present sometime next week. 



establis 



at this time;-- 



was advised in v iew of the conditions 

| would not be interviewed 



hed for the interview, 



On 3/21/67 at Washington, D,Cc 



.File # WFO 58-995 



SA 



o acd 
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On March 27 9 1967 9 the employees of the Department 
of State whose names are listed below advised SA JOSEPH W 0 
SP ETCHER that they had no personal knowledge of 9 and could 
\locate no record in their offices concerning^^^W^^^HANLELr 
A5P.ANEL as an employee of, or as an applicant for employment 
at the Department of State « They further advised that they 
could locate no record indicating that Senator THOMAS J* 
DODD had ever recommended SPAN EL for appointment as an 
Ambassador , or for any other position of responsibility at 
the Department of State 0 . 



Clerk. Personnel Locator, 



Employee Services Center; 



b6 
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Clerk 0 Personnel Files, 



Records Services Division; 



] Clerk, Applicant Files, 



Employment Program 9 Office of the Director 
General of the Foreign Service; 



Appointments Program , 
General of the Foreign Service; 



Deputy Chief, Presidential 
Office of the Director 



Correspondence Officer, 
Congressional Correspondence, Office of the 
Assistant Secretary for Congressional Relations . 

The files of the Records Branch, Records Services 
Division, Office of Operations, Department of State, which 
pertained to correspondence between the office of Senator 
THOMAS Jo DODD of Connecticut and the Department of State, 
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and correspondence between the office of Senator 
HARRISON Ao WILLIAMS, JR., of New Jersey arid the Depart- 
men t of State, was ma de available to SAs JOSEPH Wo SPEICHER 
and | I by Mr. WILMER P. SPARROW, Chief of the 



Records Branch on March 28 , 1967* Correspondence between 
the Department of State and the offices of Senators DODD 
and WILLIAMS covering the period from January 1., 1964 to 
the present time was reviewed and no mention whatever of 
SPAN EL was found in any of this correspondence 0 A check 
was also made of the files of the Records Branch concerning 
SPANEL and the International Latex Corporation 9 but no 
information pertinent to this inquiry was located . 

On March 28, 1967, Mr, GEORGE We FRENCH, JR 0 , 
Program Director, Special Review Panels, Office of the 
Deputy Under Secretary for Administration, Department of 
State, advised S A SPEICHER that he could locate no record in 
the Office of the Deputy Under Secretary for Administration 
indicating that Senator THOMAS J 0 DODD or Senator HARRISON A. 
WILLIAMS, JRo, had ever recommended ABRAM N. SPANEL for any 
appointment at the Department of State <, Mr 0 FRENCH reported 
that when information appeared in the newspapers during 
April, 1966, that Senator DODD might have recommended SPANEL 
for an appointment at the Department of State, a check was 
made of all possible sources within the Department of State 
by the Office of the Deputy Under Secretary for Administration 
with completely negative results 0 

Mr o FRENCH reported further that he had checked 
on March 28, 1967 with Mr c WILLIAM J 0 CROCKETT, formerly 
Deputy Under Secretary for Administration, Department of 
State 9 and presently Director of Executive Resources, Inter- 
national Business Machines World Trade Corporation, New 
York, New York, to see if Mr. CROCKETT recalled Senator DODD 
or Senator WILLIAMS recommending SPANEL for a possible appoint 
mento Mr* FRENCH advised tha^Mr c CROCKETT told him that he 
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had no recollection whatever of Mr. SPANEL 9 nor of any 
recommendation of SPANEL by Senator DODD or Senator WILLIAMS 
for an appointment by the Department of State,, 

The files of the Office of Security 9 Department of 
State „ reviewed by SA | I on March 27 9 1967 „ 

were found to contain no additional information concerning 
ABRAM NATHANIEL SPANEL pertinent to this case. The file 
contained no information subsequent to March 25 9 1957 and 
no mention of Senator THOMAS DODD* 
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/ Baltimore teletype to Bureau, New. York, and WFO, 3/2.4/67 v : 
/-Baltimore teletype tp: Bureau ; and . WO; 3/27/67 > ;mail- copy to 

New YorK. . - '■; " -vK '*-?>,■ "."„":' • 



ADMINISTRATIVE. DATA:" : ' ^ ; ; - ' 



Information copies of thi^ report arfe r ^ 
New Haven ' and New ybrk- because of the interest ;6f " 
offices- in - this.: ijiye$tlj££^ \V' " ^ ' 



not to contact 
vieWs with; SPANEL and 

In view 6f ; reply of 



No lead is being ^fa wfr^^ | I ^ 

since he-is appar ently & member ^bf the law firin: of ] 1 : - : 

~ I and; re ; Bureau ;tel;e typfe . 3/23/67Y instructed ; WFO 
f for authorization to c 6hdtuit inters ; "Si- 



[^fett, iinore- will ^make: . • hp . • f^irl^r'"^ 1 
contact with him or Internatiosal Latex Corporation concern- ' 
v ing this case./ . ; , - : "*\ - " : ^ 



- Jr.:.. .' 



• , -:.B* - 
COVER. PAGE 



..j £ ' 



-i i ■ 



un«:d states department of ji3p-icE 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION^ 



Copy to: 
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Date: 
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Title: 



SA RICHARD F. MC ELIECE 
MARCH 29, 1967 

BA 58-3^1 

SENATOR THOMAS J. DODD 



Office: 



BALTIMORE , MARYLAND 



Bureau File *: 58-6l57. 



Character: BRIBERY; CONFLICT OP INTEREST J ELECTION LAWS 

Synopsis: 

This investigation was limited to the circum- 
stances surrounding the reported $8,000.00 payment to 
Senator DO DD as specifically req uested by the Criminal 
Division/ I I President of International hie 

Latex Corporation, contacted at Dover , Delaware, concerning 
examination of records of company and interview of knowledge- 
able accounting personnel reg arding report ed $8,000.00 
onntri bntinr^ to Senator DODD • I I said his attorney, 

Washington, D>Cv, suggested all inquiries in 



ho 



this case be directed to him. 

- RUC - 

DETAILS : 

This investigation was limited to the circumstances 
surrounding the reported $8,000.00 payment to Senator DODD 
as specifically requested by the Criminal Division. 

On Saturday, March 18, 1967* SA RICHARD F. 
MC ELIECE tele phonically contacted the International Latex 
Corporation, Play tex Park, Dover, Delaware, telephone (302) 
736-6311, to make arra ngements to in terview A. N« SPANEL, . 
Chairman of the Board A I President, and appro - 

priate representatives of the Accounting Department concerning 



This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 




ba 58-341 < 



instructions for hand 1 1 n g the : $8 , OOP transaction^ '^ v 
Sergeanq J Security Officer on duty at the .w 



plant,, aa vised that : the. plant : was closed for the week- 
end, and rip corporate officers were then present at the- 
Dover plant. Sergeant f | further advised that Mr. 
SPANEL is seldom in.: Dover and- does not h ave a full-t imA 
office at the: Dover, plant. He said that) [is in and 



out of the Dover p3jjiL_£requently , but is not there -all t.hP 



t ime ,. and Sergeant \ |doe s no t* belie ve 



secretary is at Dover . ___ , 

how to contact either Mr. SPANEL 'pr 
end . 



aalfl hfydid not Know 



over the week- 



Sergeant 



said that the main of f.ice of 



International Latex Corporation-is at -350 Fifth Avenue,' V 
New York, New York/ telephone : (212) .563-5000:. ;f:/v;;V : ^v 



[ 



. ; Who 1 s who in America , '1964*196& ' lists '• ABEAM 
NATHANIEL SPANEL, Stockton Street, Prin " ; 
office - -350 ; Fi f th Avenue, New ^ York , ; and 



J Pennsylvania, ^prrice 



International Latex Corporation i Doye^Klawarl^ . 



to 



On Ma rW ife: 4^7; 



£:s%c*etary> "(:•■■■ 



u 1 advised a representative - of - the'^w>df6rk: 

Of n-cft p r the .Federal Bureau of "investigation. (FBI}; r thaty I [ 



V as; then in the plant at Dover with other executives, 
sne said- that, the plant was : closed that day ^xcept^iE'Or - - / 
.those individuals, and t hat| lc6u ld ,p6ssiBly-i;be v . : " r 



reached through telephone" 




FEDERAL 




X 

be \ 

b7C 



Date. 



3/29/67 



•*d¥ March 24, 1967, 




, ™ ^ > , w , ^ternati^hai: ^te^^^a^pTf^^ontacted 
telephonic ally' arid advised that "it was desired to examine 
pertinent records of the company concerning a reported- 
&8,000.©0 contribution to Senator THOMAS J ♦ DOKD and to 
Interview accounting personnel knowledgeable .regarding this 
' I stated that he would contact his 



attorney concerning this request, and asked to be recont act- 
ed after 10 k.M» , on March 27, 19^7 > for his decision. .« . 



On March 27, 1967,1 Jwafe again contacted 

bv teleph one at the Jtover plant . He aa vised that his 
•■U^wtifr T of the law. firm of WIIlilAMS^ CONNOR, 

WADBEN, and steJJ, luuO Hill Building, 839 Seventeenth 
Street, Northwest, Washington, B.C., telephone (202) 
ME 8-6565, has suggested that all inquiries in this. case be 
directed to him, s ince : he made eve rything aval lable to the 
Senate inves tigating Committee and is aware of all facets, 



imittee ana is aware or axj. iace^s 
of the case / I [ said that he apologized for this 

response but since he is paying 1 I to represent him, he 
feels he must take his advice, 



1. • 



: 3/2^4/67 
on 3/27 /6T —at. Bover, 



by. 



BA 58-341 



,3*. 



Date dictated 



3/27/67 



This 'document- contains, neither recommendations nor conclusions of > ho FG!. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your agency: 
it and its contents 



.v v 



HetAi % ^are,Nnot.Ntpt- be ^distributed outside your agency. .,* ; : 
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■TqJsoii — 
IDe Loach . 
iMohr 

lWick __ 
ICtispor — 
ICaJiohan . 
I Con rod — 

Fell 

Gale 



Mr. Fred M. Vinson, Jr. 
Assistant Attorney 

Director, FBI 

■ a 

SENATOR THOMAS J. DODD 
BRIBERY ; CONFLICT OF INTEREST 
ELECTION LAWS 



March 31, 1967 

1 - Mr. DeLoacb 

1 - Mr. Rosen 

1 - Mr, Malley : , 

1 - Mr. Kieffer 

1 - Mr. Franken field 

1 — Mr. Wick 



This sill refer to your memorandum of March 15, 
196? (FMV:RJR:alg, 72-16-762), which requested investigation 
by the FBI into possible violations of the Bribery and 
Election Lavs Statutes on the part of Senator Thomas J. Dodd. 

Enclosed is a copy of the report of Special Agent 

] dated March 29, 1967, at Washington, 



D. C, which Sets forth details of Investigation conducted 
by our Washington Field Office. This report sets forth 
the results of an interview with Senator Dodd on March 25, 
1967, in the form of an unsigned statement, which 
Senator Dodd has indicated he will sign on April 3, 1967, 
when he returns to Washington, D, C. Results of the 
recontact with Senator Dodd will be furnished the Criminal 
Division in a supplemental report. 



be 
b7C 
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Interviews 
ZLjfcnj 



has been unavailable 
contact 



a unai 



are presently outstanding with 

Ager Of Senator Dodd's Connect icut office. 

Jof Bridgeport, Connecticut 
due 



sctii 



to other commitments. Efforts to 
] disclosed that he is presently out of 



the country and not expected to return until April 3, 1967. 
Results of these interviews will be furnished the Criminal 
Division when completed. .£J(-I0| 



Attempts to interview 
Washington, D. C, resulted in our Agents being advised 
that he could be interviewed only in the p resence. oftflftu£ 
1 of 



attorney. 



ftoscn — 
Sul llvon . 
Tavel — 
Troiter ^ 
Te\e, Room 
Holmes 
I Gondy . 



the law firm of I 
tr A» 

Abram Spanel and [ 



interview 

Chairman of the Board and President, respectively. 
International Latex Corporation, and endeavored to examine 



58-6157 
WAF:rk / 




SEE NOTE PAGE TWO 



7 



ELETYPE UNIT 



□ 




1 V 




Mr. Fred M. Vinson, jr. 



pertinent records of International Latex Corporation 
concerning the reported payment to Senator Bodd. 
I l advised that these interviews and review of 

records of International Latex Corporation could not foe 



conduct ed without prior authorization of attorney [ 



J Washington, 0* G. In view of the restrictions 

placed on interviews with Messrs. I I Spanel, and 

"land review of International Latex Corporation 



records, no further action is being taken by this Bureau 
with respect thereto. 

As indicated above, the Criminal Division will 
be furnished reports reflecting results of contacts with 



land 



]and r ©contact with 



Messrs. [ 

Senator Dodd. 

Inclosure 



NOTE ; :. 

See Rosen to DeLoach Memorandum dated 3/31/67, 
captioned as above, WAF:rk. 



be 

blC 
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TO 



FROM 



OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 
MAY 1962 EDfflON 
G'$A $EN. Rtif. NO. 27 



UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 




A, Rosen 

I subject: SENATOR THOMAS J. DODD 
BRIBERY, ETC 4 




date: March 31, 1967 

1 - Mr. DeLoach 

1 -Mr. Rosen 

1 - Mr. Malley 

1 - Mr. Kieffer 

1 - Mr, Frankenf ield 

1 - Mr. Wick 




PURPOSE : Attached for approval is a letter to Assistant 
Attorney General Vinson, Criminal Division, enclosing a 
Washington Field Office (WFO) report setting out details of 
investigation conducted by that office. Vinson is being 
advised that two interviews are still outstanding in 
Connecticut with individuals who have been unavailable and 
that Senator Dodd is to be recontacted on 4/3/67 when he 
returns to Washington for the purpose of signing a state- 
ment. We are also telling Vinson that Interviews were not 
conducted with three officials of International Latex 
Corporation (ILC) in view of restrictions placed on these 
* interviews. 

BACKGROUND ; Investigation in this matter was initiated 
based on a request from the Criminal Division (received 
3/16/67) into possible violations of the Bribery and Election 
Laws St atutes based on a reported $8,000 payment to Senator 
Dodd by I I ILC. in return for Dodd*s promise to 

assist A. N. Spanel (Chairman of the Board of ILC) to 
obtain an Ambassadorship. This appointment was never 
received by Spanel. 




RESULTS OF INVESTIGATION : 
obtained sworn sig ned statements from 
I I and[ 



Our Washington Q*-flftft 



Dodd' 



-_. ► 

, t forme r employees 

Doddl stating that in la te 1964 I 1 (member of 

idfs ^taffl told them he. I ~L worked out a deal 

1%H whereby j \ ILC, agreed to make a $10,000 

*" ^campaign eontriDUTlOA to Dodd in return for D odd's promise 



to assist, Spanel to obtain an Ambassadorship. [ 



(former Dodd employee) recalled typing letter to the 
Pre sident o f the U., S. from Dodd in late 1964 or early 1965 
for i I concernin g Spanel ' s qualifications as an 

Ambassador. I l ^diid not know if letter was sent. ^ 



Enclosure 

58-6157 
WAP:rk 







CONTINUED - OVER 



\;V. 



Memorandum to Mr. DeLoach 
RE: SENATOR THOMAS J. DODD 



denied making any such statements and 



denied knowledge of any letter to the President 
did state he had a discussion withj. 
need for campaign funds, and that 



3 



] 



I of the Senator's 
Indicated he would 
try to raise $10, 000 from business associates* There was 
no connection between this money and an Ambassadorship for 
Spanel . Dodd acknowledged receipt of $8,000 in cash from 
| ] in January, 1965, in connection with a testimonial 

dinner; however, he never interceded to obtain an 
Ambassadorship for Spanel* Records of State Department 
disclosed no information that Spanel was ever recommended 
by Dodd for any position* 



l 



Interviews are outstanding with 

Manager of Dodd 1 s Connecticut office, and 

of Bridgeport, C onnecticut , who reportedly nave Knowledge 
of this matter* | [has be en unavailable due to 

other commitments, anfl | | is presently out of the 

;e 



country and not expected t6 Return until 4/3/67* 



Attempts to interview 



Agents being advised that he could be interviewed only in 



resulted in our 



of the law firm 



th e presence of his attorney . 

of I 1 Washington. p« C* Our Agents 

also at tempted to interview Messrs* Spanel and | ~| 
| | (President of ILC) and endeavored to examine pertinent 

ypmvrt* of ILC concerning the reported payment to Dodd* 



advised these interviews and review of records could 
not be conducted without prior authorization of Attorney 
ItTngar* In view of restrictions placed on these interviews 
and review of ILC records, no further action is being taken 
Iwith respect thereto # 

ACTION : Attached for approval is a memorandum to Assistant 
Attorney General Vinson enclosing a WPO report setting out 
details of investigation conducted by that office* Vinson 
is being advised t hat recont act with Sena tor Dodd and results 

" J will be furnished 



of interviews with [ 



] and 



the Criminal Division when completed* We also are adjEisinz. 
Vinson no further action is being taken to interview | 
Snanel and I l or to examine pertinent records of ILC 

in view of restrictions placed thereon* 

WFO will recontact Dodd following his return to 
Washington on 4/3/67, and our New Haven off ice is vigorously 
pressing it s efforts to interview I "I and l l as 

soon as they are available* Reports of this additional 
investigation will be furnished the Criminal Division upon 
receipt* 
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TO 



4-572 (Rev. 7-18-63) 

OPUOHAL fQlM HO. 10 
MAT lOtflOU 
GtA C*M. NO. 77 



UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 



The Director 



DATt: 



3 - 31 -i/7 



FROM 



P. Callahan 



SUBJECT : jj ie Congressional Record 



L 





la «$pt$etxt. t^ass ragssttlft ia£|g^$it»&t fond* mmt! 

*:^t wit&wii aagr Joss ©a' to* septal, w« &k&* $ mimtr 

A tar^s ai m im wwk®« 3K» m imim$mm»- A m&g &&&&& 



not"record'e5^ 

46 MAR S1 1967 



In the original of a memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressional 
Record for ^ y Jl^) "7 was reviewed and pertinent items were 

markeaSjptjJie Director's attention. This form has been prepared in order that 

eporHoiW|^^ copy of the original memorandum may be, clipped, mounted, and placed 
^ i^a^Pp^t^E|gg^case or subject matter files. 

Y ■ . 




il 



^3 



FBI WASH DC* 



mem. mm* \ 

U. S. DZPARTMtt.... 

COMMUNICATION SECTION 
BARS 1 1967 

ifEEEEVPE 



* / 



&Xr. Mohr_ 




FBI I NEW'/ HAVEN 
l-55v^M UBGE^Ti 3-31-67 LH 




DIRECTOR < 58-6157) AND WASH. FIELD < 58-995) 
FROM NEW. HAVEN >58-134>x <P> 2P 

SENATOR, THOMAS:. J. DODD. BRIBERY COI, EL. O0-WFO« 
RE WFO TELETYPE TO BUREAU MARCH TWO SEVEN LAST. 



Mr- Casper- 

Mr. Callahan—— 
Mr* Conr&d, 
! Mr. Felt 
{Mr. Gal- 
Mr. Rosea 
Mr, SulIiv&a&_L 
Mr, Tave* — 

Mr. Trotter. 

Td«. Bo<oot • • . 

Miss Holmes * 

Mies 



bf 
b7C 



AGENTS TODAY LOCATED T^O REGISTRATION CARDS OF . PERTINENCY 
AT, HARTFORD HILTON HOTEL* HARTF ORD 'k CONN • , DESCRIBED AS: 

FIRST- CARD DATE STAMPED OCT. TWO FOUR, NINETEEN SIXTYFOUR AT 
NINE MINUTES, PAST:.- TEN PM, FOR ONE 




* N.W., WASHINGTON* D.C, "V.P.,,INi* 

REC 48 . w 




LATEX CORP." FOR ROOM ONE EIGHT, ONE FIVE. HE cSeCKED OUT OCT. 



TWO FIVE, NINETEEN SIXTYFOUR AT THREE P««Ws ANTICIPATED 

DEPARTURE DATE WAS;* SHOWN AS OCT. TWO SIxP 103 

r. 12 APR 4 1%7 

SECOND REGISTRATION CARD DATE STAMPED OCT. TWO FOUR, SIXTYFOUR, 

TWELVE THIRTY THREE PM, IN NAME OF THOMAS J. DODD, 



W* HART-FORD, REFLECTED HE WAS GIVEN ROOM ONE FOUR TWO EIGHT 
AS COMPLIMENTARY ITEM AND HE CHECKED OUT OCT. TWO FIVE, SIXTYFOUR 
AT. FOUR TWENTYFIVE PM. 
END PAGE ONE 



61 A 



n 




PAGE TWO 



i XERO^iCOPflE&.OF EACH REG I STATION CARD OBTAINED. 

• ~* - — **...... , . . 



1 AUDITOR* ADVISED IN ABSENCE OF MANAGER 



\ THAT-. IF ORIGINAL CARDS NEEDED SUBPOENA SHOULD BE DIRECTED 
REPORT FOLLOWS. 



TO MANAGER; 
END 

RCS- 

FBI; WASH DC* 



OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 
MAY 1962 EDITION 
OSAJFPMR (41 CFR) 101-11.6 




<\ UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 

DIRECTOR, FBI (58-6157) 
OaC, WFO (58-995) 



subject: SENATOR THOMAS J. DODD 
BRIBERY; 
COI; 

ELECTION LAWS 



date: 3/31/67 



V 





Rerep of SA 
Washington, D.C. 



3/29/67, at 



be 

h7C 



0 



Enclosed herewith are the original and three 
copies of a self-explanatory LHM. 



Information volunteered by | I on j 

3/20/67 was furnished by him incidental to another interview y 
in instant case. He was placed under oath on 3/20/67 by (* 
SA ROBERT F. MILNE, II, which fact was not repeated herein 
because jurat for oath on 3/21/67 shows SA MILNE as having 
administered oath. No leads based on this additional 
information have been set forth by WFO inasmuch as it is not 
known exactly what further aspects of this case the Department 
of Justice might wish to explore. 



2>Bureau (Enc. 4) 
■WFO 




REC- 14 XI- 



5 



O APR 4 1967 



LBC:dan j/^^ 





Buy uS. savings Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan 



111 




In Reply,. Please Refer* to 

Fife No. : • 



• UNITED STATES DE PART M ENT;kOF JUSTiCK/.-' 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
:■ '•• Washington, >.c 26si'$:\ . •'. : .v". 

. 'J-.J-r ■ March 31, 1967 



SENATOR THOMAS J; DODO 

;; • CONFLI CT OF ; INTEREST 
ELECTION tAWS 



During^he course of an interview und er oath wi th 
... ^ on Marchs20, 1967 J B 



whoHwas Ad^nlgtr^ 

of Jfenng^ l^^lol^ 
du £^ December 7 ," 1964 to May r 1965) / volunteered the 
following yihf o rmatiori / which was prepared in the form of a 



statement whict 
1967 , as f ollofe- 



read^ signed and swore to on March 21, 



March 21, 1967 



having beeti duly 



sworn J,, make thlfcr statement freely and yoluntar i ly 
to Edward Paimet arid Robert F € Milney Ijl who ; : x 
have i dent i f led thems elves to me as Special Agents 
of the; Federal bureau of Investigation ♦ • 

\'\?% Vwjould like as follows with regard 

to political campaign' contribution « 
Senator Thomas Dpdd of Connecticut with 1 the: 
Secretary of the United States Senate • It .appears 
that y under the narr of the law 

governing : submission of these reports f Dodd had an 
^obligation to; report campaign cqntr i but ions passing : 
through hi s hands ♦ . l''\,['.,. : ':... m ■ ^ ' :-:.:'Jy. 

• ; ^Sodd deceived: ^2;1QQ from [ ' [ ^ : 

4- V^^esiden t ° personally in cash; this 



• bo 
b7< 



,W.' 



RE: S ^ ATDRi MMAS ; j; DODD 



has beeri publicly stipulated to by Dodfr to^be true. , f --V " 
r V. Reports filed by Dodd' with the Secretary of the' > > ^ 

Senate have also been, stipulated ,to inasmuch as ■ ^ *V 

, y they are exhibits or appendices to the, testimony i; * ; V:. 

, • , given before the Senate' Select Committee on Standards ' v 
V £ ^and. Conduct : ^ y : The r contribution by Mi t e ' ^t^^tionHy<^^) 
'^'0 ^' : was: /a<^tolly;^ from:) j^ifc. 

President of Mite Corporatibn. The New Yprk Times', 

newspaper of March, 19 , .1967 stated; it was a potential \; - I 
• " violation of law that' Senator Dodd did not. report the " ! ' -vx. , 

contribution- from Mite Corporation Mo the Secretary 1 { b6 
..■^bfy 



. . ; ' "I understand that Senator Dodd filed a ^\ * 

preliminary report -wiih^t^ Secretiry 
: in connection with the 1964 senatorial campaign, . 
. • - . and in the. final report to the Secretary of the Senate 'S 
V, did not show a detailed list of all'. contributions 5 ' - 
V received, but merely referred to the report 6* con- 
• tributipns and expenditures .filed with the State of ., 'V r s 
, : . . Connecticut. .This- in my opinion, would not actually , ' I 

accomplish .what is intended by the filing Of -the ' v - ; I "t'V: 

. - report with the Secretary of the Senate, which is "X ; V \ ••' J 

t supposed to be a timely filing which will make . '. ,..->.■ . -r, j" 
v available to the public information concerning con- • ^ -\- . • • 

; < tributions to a political campaign before the election - 
; . . ■ • ;■■■%?■ held, . . . ..■ . .." : ■. \ , = , \ t : . -ty - ) ; s " : ; ;|- g£ ;• , 

, ,; ' ' x* : \ -:/^ v •:"/' , •'/,:•••; :; ' 

"I know of other contributions received by - - ': f f 4 
." • . : , - Dodd which 'were npt r.epbrjted,; as .follows : • , • '-/'' ■; '. , :'V : " ^ >/.' • ; f ; : 

••<';4.^-».^^^V ; - v'Cl) ' A $1 ,500 check from Judge Jo septj^^ith ^ : f 

W X'; S -:U„ 'West;;^^e>v.-g 6Jin^ 



: , . ; ■ ; ■ i Thi s check, was : ihj I pu^^;cbnt^£-^ 

•; of which were stolen by two boys while she was in 




? RE: SENATOR THOMAS J. DODD ^^^' c >r V/ 'V-' l V" ' 




^^i.tH^;^iave;;^ :i s top :or<igr pJiafie 



,; second check 4nd 'presented i t to . the Senator This ' > " > / . 
' check yas" not ^r^ar feed U> : ; ^ , 

f State of Connecticut^, \or t a the 'Secretary pf' t the * / n V 



L Seriate : ^ ■•i'^'v^ = -.^V' 



the Senate, 



of y^j binary Wort 'wi ttjphe S^etsf^ of t 



gQfftgsffi, ;came to Senator :Bdaff ' s^tf ^ ; ? r ^ 

\ '^v ^h" a check for l4 t QQQ;!as^^ a ; c^ai gn- ^htrifeipri. - 'V; ' T ^ 
: : This, was reported iri the £ thai/ report to Cthe^ S ta t e of . ' f ; ' f ; •■ 
' • • . ^0 Cpnnefe^^vtD^ ; & t- : ' wa?S hd^^pS^e'd^ : ^>e^$ ^^^^^i^^-" 7 '^?: ' 




any wher q ^ iri Washington or in Gdrmecticut r to the he st - ' ' : ; J ^ 
of iry^ recol tect'ion^ J [ tol^d trie about ; > J / 

- , 7thte\<&e^ Have i; t v^gue r ecol - ^ - ' ? ■ ' V: 



was : 



•CVV>r 



some- 



g% V.,-.. y. ( ..yy W f \ Y ... ; ,y ; f ■>V^O <yV 

-v^f ■ - '. . .'• ^ ',' ^fvv-tv? ' slfe-v 

RE: SENATOR THOMAS' J. - DQDp;, -• ; \ / • v:y ' ' y,> : ., / 'k • '""^ 
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• ' ' . 1 \i Washington ./representative! for ' ; ? . L • . - 



I; ' to October, 1964. This, money was not reported liu y;. 

v , 'the preliminary, report If i led. with the Secretary-, of v < ' . . y 

^.Vy ' ,: ^:VlCohnec^i^at^'i 




* : \: - wa§ rsuppos.ea to pegtn 411 ^l^yes ligation xniQ tne - ' ^; 
'> , % u ' content pf motion pi ctures, which fflight encourage ^ixye- »t 




• -.it is . true and' correct to' the best of 'my . l^owledge i' v 

,'. ' • •"" V.\ ' " V",* " r '7s/ " vyS 1 '^ 



"Sworn to and v. sub scribed . ; ^efore' '. ; *?j ; : • > .V /jV'V ' ^^^V^^./^. • 
; " me ' ■mi-g^p^^i^^£x^f - day ,j6f "Mar^^^h:^^};;'^^ ^Si^^f --i ^ 

1967, at Washington, D.C. .' • ; •-"•^ --'i':. - • 
' : . 4 ; Robert MUrie, II • • • -/ : > - .', * 

•:V^:--t'fe : ;: Special -Agent , FBI , Wash.D.C, \ v : '53^^##% 



nesse'd: .'■'.. , :-i < '^:':" ; : ' p '',' 5 :' ' V^-'"; ; 

•• Edward f almet Special "Ageiit^'^ 
EBI ^ .Washington , D;cr" . • v <• - ^ • ..- - /='\ .. »• ,., I ^ 



'y:, >, ■ ' V regard' to the $2,100 contribution from | . 7 4 J 

' ' / '' President .of ' Mite : Cdfeporation, L t'd - S ehatot Deed , as set | •* | y 



f orth ^ in, the Vatateinent above : , 



1967 , that he had no personal knbyl 




' - : - excep t what he hear d : f rom : ■* ^ <> . -T : , + v--v, ; J ""; V J ':V % 



4-^ 



will 
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SAC, New Haven (58.134) April 4, 1967 

REC 5 ^j- . .:; / 

Director. FBI (58-6157) — 9 XH 

' \oo o*o#/ *3 ' 1 - Mr. Frankenfleld 

SENATOR THOIIAS J, DODD 
BRIBERY; CO I 
ELECTION LAWS 
00; WFO 

Rerep SA Fred A. Coots dated 3/30/67 at NH. 

Enclosed for each office are two copies of a 
revised FD-204, Synopsis, for rerep which should be 
y inserted in copies of rerep maintained by New Haven and 
tfr wfo. 



il 



dJiZ* 1 APR 4 $b7 

Mohr . 

Caltolicm . 
Conrad — 

Fell 

Gale 

ftoacn . — 
Sulllvon - 
Tovd . 



The synopsis was revised to sore properly 
refleet the fact that the investigation was Halted and 
the basis therefor as shown in paragraph 1 of the details. [. 

Enclosures (2) 

2 - WFO (58-995) (Enclosures 2) 

WAF:rk / 



K) 



Candy - — MAIL ROOM IJLJ TELETYPE UNIT I 1 v 

- L 



FD-26T:^pev. 9-17-65) 

a- - 



FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATIO 



REPORTING OFFICE 



OFFICE OF ORIGIN 



NEW HAVEN 



WFO 



TITLE OF CASE 



o 

SENATOR THOMAS J. DODD 



DATE 

3/30/67 



INVESTIGATIVE PERIOD 

3/23 - 27/67 



REPORT MADE BY 

SA FRED A. COOTS 



CHARACTER OF CASE 

BRIBERY; CONFLICT OF INTEREST; 
ELECTION LAWS 



(jA> 



REFERENCES 



WFO teletype to New Haven dated 3/21/67; 
Bureau airtel to WFO dated 3/17/67; 
New Haven teletype to Bureau 3/24/67. 

-P- 



bo 
b7C 



ADMINISTRATIVE 



Regarding refusal of [ 



1 to furnish signed 



3 



respectfully 



statement in this matter, 

declined to furnish signed statement (sworn) but did co 
to sworn oral statement. He explained that any sworn si 
statement that he might give would have to be first 
examined by his employer, Senator THOMAS J. DODD since 
the statement would undoubtedly concern Mr. DODD. /-No 
signed statement will be pursued in view of this./ * * 

LEAD 




Case h&s been: Pending over. one year | | Yes y | No; Pending prosecution over six months [ | Yes % | No 



APPROVED 



SPECIAL AGE1 
IN CHARGI 



COPIES MADE: 




7 



3/f Bueau (58-6157) 
2 - WFO (58-995) 
2 -New Haven (58-134) 

' Xtt< 



DO NOT WRITE IN SPACES BELOW 
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Dissemination Record of Attached Report 



Agency 



Request Reed 



Date Fwc 



How F wc 



By 



& Mite 



Notations A 



> 



f 



NH 58-134 



NEW HAVEN DIVISION 



At Bridgeport/ Conn. 



Will , at earliest convenience, interview Attorney 
| ~1 per Bureau instructions upon his return Vo the 

unitea states. 



1>7C 



i 



COVER PAGE 



V 



FD-204 (Rev. 3-3- 



5 9) 



Un£d STATES DEPARTMENT OF Jl^ICE 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 



Copy to: 



Report of: 
Date: 



SA FRED A* COOTS 
March 30, 1967 



Office: 



NEW HAVEN 



Field Office File #: 58-134 

Title: SENATOR THOMAS J* DODD 



Bureau File #: 58-6157 



Character: 



Synopsis: 



- . . b6 

b7C 

BRIBERY; CONFLICT OF INTEREST; 
ELECTION LAWS 

Investigation set forth herein was limited to possible 
violations of the Bribery and Election Laws Statutes 
on the part of Sena tor DODD as reques ted by the 
Criminal Division* | l Aide 



DODD at H artford. Conn T 
ment that | [ advocated 
ads in DODD campaign of 



to Senator 

advised in sworn oral state- 

use of ne wspaper 
1964 and l I states that 



suggestion quashed by him since it was made 
only three or four days prior to election of 11/64 
and not practical at that late dat e. He d enies that 
I I ever mentioned the names of | | or SEMEL 



or International Latex to him and denied that 
had mentioned arranging for an y type of contribution 
in any amount from these men* I I has no know- 

ledge as to any commitment by DODD to anyone including 
S PANEL for assist in securing ambassadorsh ip. DODD* s 



testimonial dinner of 3/6/65 concenived by[ 



and associates 11/20/64 and final plans made at 
meeting 12/15/64* He claims $8/000 cash received in 
an envelope by him from Senator DODD latter part ef 
12/64 or early 1965 as money received from a I 
and his friends", not further identified, and that 
this money was a testimonial gift according to 



This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 



DODD. | I claims he spent $1,000 to $1,500 

of this money and returned remainder in same 
envelope to DODD about 3/6/65. He maintained no 
written record of receipt of the money and no 
record as to disposition of the $1 , QQ Q - $1 .500 . 
He never talked with or met SPANEL, oi j | 
I [ declined to furnish signed statement 

"at this time"/ 

; : '- ;/ : . l ; s :«4^ v s ' ••; * . 

DETAILS: 



Investigation requested in this matter by Assistant 

Attorney General FRED M« VINSON, JR. , Criminal j 

Division/ who requested that additional investigation j 

be conducted concerning possible violations of Bribery X. ; C Y 
and Election Laws Statutes on the part Of Senator 

THOMAS J. DODD in rnnnprtipn u/i *h ft w^t.+oH $8,000 f . V ' • . 

payment to Senator DODD bv l I Vice j 

President, International Latex Corporation ♦ I 



EDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATIO^ 




n„ t » March 30, 1967 



J* 



b7C 



Staff Member of Senator THOMAS DODD, at 

Hartfortf, Connecticut, was advised bv SA frrd a coots 
the official status of COOTS and \ [ as 



of 



Special Agent s of the Federal Bureau of Investigation. 
— | 



was 



sworn. He read a form reflecting 



a statement of his rights and advised th at h<» did not 
desire to sign this statement or waiver. 



] 



stated that he would answer any questions propounded 
but would not consider furnishing a sworn signed statement 
at this time. 



[ 



stated that he handled campaign finances of 
Senator TH0BAS J. WW at Hartford, Connecticut, in the 
Senatorial election of 1964. He also advised that he 
could answer questions as to testimonials given for . 
Senator BODD during that period, since he handled 
arrangements and finances. 



[ 



] who was on Senator DOOD's staff in the 1964 



election, was always rather enthusiastic about use of 
newspaper advertisements in DODD's campaign. About the 
very last day of October 1964, and not over three o r four 
da vs before election date of November 1964 J | suggested 

to| , I that ad space be pur chased in various-newspapers 

for Senator DOBB. | | recalled that I wanted 

ark Times" " " ■ " " * " 



to use the "Hew torn Times" and the "New York Herald Tribune" 
and perhaps Other newspapers with an estimated cost of 
$16,000 - $18,000. It was the opinion of interviewee . 
that it was too late in the campaign to use such media . ;' 
since most of the vote rs had already made up their minds. 
He insisted to I I that his .snt- rest ion was impractical 

and the ads were never run. | | never mentioned to him, 

at any time, and spe cifically rat in October 1964, that 
anyone named I " I SPANEL. or any corporation named 
International Latex Corporation, or any other corporation r 
had arranged for a contribut ion to Senator DODD's campaign 

• I u 



fund in any amount 



[never mentioned to interviewee 



that Senator D0O0 was committed to an ambassadorship for 



°" 3/27/ 6 7 



riartf ord , Connecticut- 



j= tie # «H 58-134 



by- 



SAs FRED A. COOTS and 

I hmg 



This document con to ins neither r,ecomnri end d Moris nor conclusions of 
»l dnd ils conien>> ore nor ro be dlsfributed outiside your agency. . 



the^Fol. 



.Date dictated 



ll'js- .the property pi the FBUand is loaned to your oaency; 



NH 58-134 
-2~ 



anyone and specifically not committed to anyone named SPANEL It 
in this regard. ■ - j 



I I stated that on or about November 20, 1964, after | 

Vs I * jTk ^> i~< -Pill y\ 1 y-i -4- ^ M m A wm A -i rt+ 1* A ■ A -J 'a a. m> — ~ J -J- A, — — . a i&b — 1 



the successful election campaign, he and a committee agreed 
to hold a meeting to plan a testimonial for Senator DODD, 
The meeting date was set for December 15 or 16, 1964. 
In contempl ation of an agre ement as to location of the 



testimonial J I contacted the banquet manager of | 

the Statler Hilton at Hartford, Connecticut, about December i; 
4, 1964, at which time he was given thre6 tentative dates !i 
whereby the facilities of the hotel would be available for i 
such a testimonial, The meeting was held on December 15, 

1964, and it was agreed to hold the testimonial at the ; I 
Statler Hilton, Hartford, on March 6, . 1965. Some time f 
after this meeting and toward the end of De cember 1964 , \ 
or early January 1965, Senator nhnn T/i g ^^r h + \ 
his Hartford, Connecticut office, and handed ! I &a i 
envelope stating something to the: effect that there was t 
$8,000 in the envelope rece ived by S enator DODD as a f 
testimonial donation from a I l and his friends 11 * 

He did not fu rther identify ! T and/or "his friends", 

and I | did not ask Senator DOD D or anyone else as to 

who [ [ and his friends might be. I I did not 

deposit nor count the contents of this envelope. He used 
between $1,000 and $2^po of the contents of this envelope to 
pay expenses of about 20 volunteer workers who were assisting 
him in promoting the forthcoming testimonial of March 6, 

1965. He gave the remaining cash to Senator DODD e&tfceriihe 
nigir£,of his testimonial or within the next day or two. He 
did not count the money and did riot, have any discussion with 
Senator DODD as to the money, its origin, or the disposal 
of some of it. He kept the money in his office. He did 
have a separate bank account to handb the testimonial 
receipts in connection with the sale of tickets, but the 
envelope that he received from Senator DODD with the alleged 
$8,000 in it «s not deposited to any account since it repre- 
sented an available cash fund to be drawn on during the days 
of preparation for the testimonial. 



NH 58-134 



b7f; 



never talked with or met ; to his knowledge , anyone 
named SPANEL j I or | | and never had any dealings 

with International Latex Corporation/ Be did not know of 
such a corporation prior to his having read of it in a 
syndicated column out of Washington, D.C. No one, including 
Senator DODD, had ever mentioned that Senator DODD had been 
committed to obtain an ambassadorship for, SPANELV 



has no written record or diary in connection 
with the $8,000 th&t he received from Senator DODD late 
December 1964 or early January 1965. He has no record as 
to specific disbursement of the $1,000 to $1,500 used prior 
to his having returned same to Senator DODD. There was no 
one else present when he received the money from the- Senator 
and when he returned At to the Senator, 



i stated, that the testimonial of March 6, 19$5, - h 

was attended by 1022 persons according to the billing of ^ 
Hotel Statler Hilton. 



Fq-20f, (Rev. 3-3 



-59) 



UN 



STATES DEPARTMENT OF JlJfc 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 



CE 



Copy to: 

Report of: 
Dote: 

Field Off. 

Title: 



Character: 



Synopsis: 



SA FRED A # 1C00TS 
March 30, 19 x 67 



NEW HAVEN 



<eFile #5 58-134 




SENATOR THOMAS JADODD 



BRIBERY; CONFLICT OF 
ELECTION LAWS 



specif i c ^bnte rvAew 
] Aide 



to Senator DODD at Hartford ,\ Conn , advised in sworn 
oral statement that ] | advocated ti«g n'f 

newspaper ads in DO DD campaigtKof 1964 andl 



states that[ 



] suggestion 



lashed by him since 
lys prior to election 
late date. He 
ever mentioned ^the names of | 
or SPANEL or International Latex toy him and denied 
that | b ad mentioned arranging \f or an y type 

contrTEuTTon in any amount from thesey men. 



it Mas made only three or four 
Of 11/64 an fl not nr antinal at 
denies that 



has no knowledge as to any commitment 
anyone including SPANEL for assist in 
sh ip, 
by [~ 



vby 



DODD to 
ecuring ambassador- 
DODD's testimonial dinner of 3/6V65 concenived 



] and associates 11/20/64 and 
made at meeting 12/15/64, He claims $8,< 



final plans 
cash 

received in an envelope by him from Senatdk DODD latter 



art of 12/64 or early 1965 as money received from a 
and his friends 11 , not further identified, and 



3 



tnat tnis money was a testimonial gift according to 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 



REPORTING OFFICE 

NEW HAVEN 



OFFICE OF ORIGIN 

WASHINGTON FIELD 



TITLE OF CASE 

SENATOR THOMAS 



ID 




DATE 

4-1-67 



INVESTIGATIVE PERIOD 



3/27 - 31/67 



REPORT MADE BY 



SA FRED AT* COOTS 



TYPED 3Y 

scj 



CHARACTER OF CASE 

BRIBERY; CONFLICT OF INTEREST; 
ELECTION LAWS 



- 




ICE: New Haven report of SA FRED AU COOTS. 3/30/67. 
WFO teletype dated 3/27/67* 
New Haven teletype 3/31/67. 



ENCLOSURES: To Bureau 2: , Onp rnny of registration card of 

J dated 10/24/64 % one copy 



registration card of THOMAS Jj. DODD, 
dated 10/24/64. 

One copy of each of the above is being furnished 
Washington Field Office. <0s7 & Sl^f , ' /? 

'JUL 



LEADS: 

NEW HAVEN DIVISION > ^ 



At Bridgeport, Connecticut 



^S-^jfS Li' 1 



Case has been: Pending over one year Q Yes No; Pending prosecution over six months Yes No 




APPROVED 



COPIES MADE: 



SPECIAL AGENT 
IN CHARGE 





Bureau (58-6157) (ene.*2) 



2- Washington Field Office (58-995) 

(enc» 2) 

2- New Haven (58-134) 



DO NOT WRITE IN SPACES BELOW 



APR 



on 




Dissemination Record of Attached Report 



Agency 



Request Reed. 



Date Fwd. 



How Fwd. 



By 




Notations 



5 is HM:mwr 



6l - J -< 




'4 



KH 58-134 



'• • ' • * : i . 



Will pursue interview of 



Attorney, 



•™?J2 1$^° *° ^United (States (noting that he is 
wSTltea^^ 



tic 



■•• ■ " ' : -. »'■ 



PAGE 



■ / • . : » . 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 



FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 



Copy to: 



Report of: SA FRED A # COOTS 
Date: April 1,1967 



Office: NEW HAVEN 



Field Office File *: KH 58-134 



Bureau File #: 

58-6157 



SENATOR THOMAS J» D0DD 



Ch^wce,: BIRBERY; CONFLICT OF INTEREST; ELECTION LAWS 

' - ■ be 

■ • b7 

Synopiis: Records of Hartford Hilton Hotel, Hartford, Conn., reflect 



Corp." and one for THOMAS M DODD, Brace Road, West 
Hartford, as both having registered in separate rooms 
at the hotel on October 24, 1964, and both having checked 
out October 25, 1964* Copies of registration cards obtained. 



DETAILS: 

This in vestigation was conducted to dete rmine if ABE 
SPANBL. I ~| or 
any other representative of International Latex Corporation, 
might have been at the Statler Hilton Hotel, Hartford, 
Connecticut, in October of 1964. 



registration card for[ 



]"V.P, Int. Latex 



This document contatns neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 



April 1, 1067 

Datei_ : : 



]ftuditor, Hilton Hotels, Hartford Hilton, 



was advised of the official status of FRED A. COOTS and 

Agents of the Federal Bureau 



of Investigation* 



made available a box of 1964 hotel registration 



cards which included the following: 
a) Registratio n card of THOMAS J. DODD, 



J Connecticut, who was assigned room f &42B 

as a complimentary assignment. The card reflected that it was 



stamped In October 24, 1964, at 12:33 p.m. and stamped out 
on October 25 , 1964 ,. at 4:25 p.m. 



b) Registration card of 



Washington, B.C. "V.P. Int Latex Corp". The 

card was stamped in October 24, l964,~at 10:09 p.m. and 
stamped out at 3:00 p.m. , October 25, 1964, .• 

I furnished two copies of these two registration 
cards to the Bureau agents. Thesfl camies .were made in the 

presenc e of the Bure au &$mit& by |__^ I On a Xerox 

machine J too luted Out that I 



and that 

b ight be needed before | 

a formal body the n a subpoena daces tecum should be issued 



tof 



to produ ce same. 



would be a cQjuEfiiilenfift tof 
directed to 



"Eo[ 



He requ ested that it 
Tif subpoena 



he 

blC 
hlD 



on 3/31/67 nt vi^rif Connecticut Fiie# HH 58-134 

SA FRED A-. eOOTS/scl 2..* 3/31/67 



by- 



Date dictated. 



This document vcc^ntq ins neither recommendations nor concisions of the FBI. ft is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your ogency; 
it end its conients ore^not^ \<y^e distributed outside your agency. 
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fOTfll OF INVESTIGATION 

| DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

WWCWION SECTION 



APRS 1967 



FBI ; WASH DC* 

f 

. ►• 
l I' 

FBI NEW* HAVEN 

5:50 PM 

1" 

1GENT. LAS 4/5/67 

^ ! ! .... ✓ .. ... 

TO** DIRECTOR* FBI <58-6,157> AND wjftf) (58-995.) 
FROM: SAC, NEW HAVEN (58-134) <P> 

SENATOR THOMAS JPdODD# BRIBERY; C01* ELECTION LAWS 00: 
RE: NEW HAVEN TEL MA$CH TWENTY TWO LAST. 
ATTORNEY 




WFO 



► BRIDGEPORT* CONN., AVAILABLE FOR 



be 

b7C 



INTERVIEW' ON APRIL TEN NEXT. 

END ' 

WRD. ■{ 
FBI WASH DC* 



REC 



.12 APR 7 J1967 





4/5/67 



GENERAL INVESTIGATIVE DIVISION 

This concerns the i estigation j 
requested in letter dateV3/15/67 froii 
Assistant Attorney General Vinson intc 
possible violations of the Bribery anc 
Election Laws Statutes by Senator Dodc 
In our letter of 3/31/67, we furnishec 
Vinson with a Washington Field Office 
report setting out details of invest! 
gat ion conducted by that office and 
advice that Dodd would be recontacted 
on 4/3/67 for the purpose of signing 
a statement after his return to 
Washington, Do C* The only other 
investiga tion remaining is a lead to 
interview I I (Bridgeport, 

Connecticut, attorney who is presently 
out of the country) • 



The field is pressing this 
vigorously to insure its completion 
at the earliest possible date* 



be 

b7C 



WAFrrk 



9> 




FD-36 (Rev. 5-22-64) 



F B I 

Date: 4/4/67 



Transmit the following in 



Via 



(Type in plaintext or code) 



AIRTEL 



(Priority) 



. Tolson^^^ 

fr^ Mohr. 
Wick. 

Mr. Caspar 

Mr. Callahan. 
Mr. Conrad 
Mr. Felt 
Mr. Gd 
Mr. Rosea! 
Mr. Sullivan. 

Mr. Tavel 

Mr. Trotted 
Tele. Room_ 
\ Miss Holmes. 
Miss Gandy- 




1 



7 



DIRECTOR, FBI X5&*6T5tT m * 
SAC, WFO (58-995) (E) 




TO: 
FROM: 



SENATOR THOMAS J.^fiODD 
^eet, BRIBERY, ELECTION LAWS 

co*r*icr of /#r&/t&$T 

Re WFO airtel to Bu, 3/25/67. 

Senator DODD was contacted 4/3/67, and he explained 
due to important meetings of the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee he was unable to see Agents on 4/3/67, but made 
appointment for 4/4/67. Senator DODD met with Agents on 4/4/67; 
reviewed statement prepared for his signature. \ 



DODD acknowledge^ statement was true and correct, 
but said he desired to attempt to refresh his recollections 
concerning several points and possibly furnish Agents additional 
detail. Senator DODD said he would contact Agents after he ,,, 
made some phone calls to refresh his memory. ; 



This matter is being diligently pursued to assure 
an early completion. 



- Bureau 
1 - WFO 

LBC : cas 
(4) 

AIRTEL 



S APR 7 1967 




Special Agentlil 




Sent 



.M Per 



0& 



FBI NEW HAVEN 
a-UAtt/^ URGENT 4/13/67 
TO DIRECTOR (58-6157) 
tOM NEW HAVEN (58-134) 



J.^O! 



SECTION 
APR 1 3 1967 



RJC 



SENATOR THOMAS J.^SPJ> BRIBERY; COI| EL, 00 * WFO. 



Jr. Csst<s^_ 
STW- CsLfci:.:ii 



ftr. K.4 

Gtis 

X£r, ter^i ?; 

Kr. Tie^ |( 

Miss Hofe^j „?: 




bo 
b7C 



RENHREP DATED APRIL ELEVEN AND WATEL DATED APRIL TWELVE, SIXTY- 



SEVEN. 



AND 



INTERVIEWED APRIL TEN BY SA'S THURL STALNAKER 
NEW HAVEN REPORT OF SA ROSENQUIST 



V - 



SUBMITTED APRIL ELEVEN LAST. 

END 

HFL 

FBI WASH DC 
P 



REG 



X-I13 





to 



& 



APR 2 



> ' - 




V 



PLAINTEXT 



APRIL ,12, 1967 



TELETYPE 




1 - Mr. Frankenfield 



TO: SAC, NEW HAVEN 

FROM: DIRECTOR, FBI (58-6157) 

SENATOR THOMAS j£jBODD, BRIBERY; COX} EL, 00: WFO. 
NH SUTEL WHETHER 



INTERVIEWED. IF SO, 



ADVISE DATE REPORT SUBMITTED AND NAME OF REPORTING AGENT. 
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Assistant Attorney General 



Director, FBI 
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April 14, 1967 

1 - Mr, De Loach 

1 - Mr, Rosen 

1 -Mr. Malley 
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1 - Mr. Frankenf ield 

1 - Mr. Wick 



This will refer to my memorandum of March 31, 
lflfi7. enclosing a copy of the report of special Agent 

dated March 29, 1967, at Washington, 



». C, setting forth details of investigation conducted 
by our Washington Field Office, 



V! 



•1 




Enclosed is a co b? of the report of Special 
1 dated April 11, 1967, at 



Agent ^ ^ 

New Haven, Connect lE5£ 
interview wit 



whifth Bfttw forth details of an 



3 



J 1 



^4 



T o rson . 



CeLooch - 

Mohr 

Wltk 

Casper ^~ 
Collation . 

Comod 

Fell 

Gcile 

SulJlvon - 

T roller 
J |"clc- L Room 
HoJmes 
Candy 



It is noted that 

ously out of the country and 



ence is made to ay memorandum of 

inted out that the report of 
contained the results of an inter- 
on March 25 , 1967* in the form 
t* At the time of this interview, 
he would sign the statement on 
returned to Washington, D. C* 
, Senator Dodd was contacted by our 
Special Agents on April 3 and 4, 1967, at which tine he 
reviewed this statement and acknowledged that it was 
tr upland correct* Senator Dodd stated that prior to 
signing the statement he desired to refresh his recollection 
concerning several points in the statement and possibly 
furnish some additional details* Be said that he would 
contact the Special Agents as soon as he was able to 
refresh his memory; however, to date, he has not done this. 



\ This completes all investigation this Bureau has 
been requested to conduct in this case* We do not plan to 
contact Senator Dodd further unless he gets in touch with 
our Washington Field Office, which he indicated he would do, 

58-6157 t 0/1 to* #^* f 3fW " AS* 

rXmm SEE NOTE PAGE TWO. ^ i T w 

MAIL ROOM! i TELETYPE UNIT S_ZH V 




NOTE: 



This concerns the investigation requested by 
Vinson into possible violations of the Bribery and Election 
Laws Statutes by S enator Dodd bas ed on a reported $8,000 
payment to Dodd bv l I of International Latex 

Corporation (ILC) in return for Dodd r s promise to assist 
A- t N # Spanel (Chairman of the Board of ILC) to obtain an 
Ambassadorship* Interviews with ILC officials were not 
conducted in view of restrictions placed thereon that 
such interviews ha d to be cleared through t he Washington, 
D # C, law firm of | | This was 

fully explained in our letter to Vinson dated 3/31/67, 

During the 3/25/67 interview, Dodd ac knowledge d 
receipt of an $8,000 campaign contribution from l I 
but claimed this was in no way related to the Ambassadorship 
appointment for Spanel, which Dodd denied fos±£ring. Dodd 
said a portion of the $8,000 r eceived froml [ was used 

to pay a 1958 campaig n debt to l V Tn the 

interview f l T (former Campaign Manager for Dodd) 

acknowledged making a $7,500 loan to Dodd in late 1958 
and receiving repayments in 1964 and 1965. 
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D STATES DEPARTMENT OF jQ"! 

FEDERAL. BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION " 



Copy to: 



: Report of: SA 

. Dot« : ApHl 11, 1967 

Field Office FH<b #: NH 58^134 

Titii: .senator Thomas 



,34 ; " ; ' Bureau File * f 58*6157 ' ' ' "\ i 

LS Jl. dodd .^j- .. > " f'l-f "- • >^ 



Character: BRIBERY: 



5RY; CONFLICT OF lOTERESf V 'l&ECT I ON l£*S \'i ASM 

Synoptfit j n vest igat ion ¥et "•' forth herein •:• is ; : 13^§i$& tojpjr " ' ' * 
violations of . the bribery ^l^tion^ia^v:.^'' 

On the part of Senator PODD a« requested by -Vl 



on the part-* 
Division* J 
$7,500 in SBf 




'attorney , loaned sub^ectr 



^tefflnfir nr ijrto;p<efr; of 1958. ZaimiA*-£*> -fr 
was $2,500 from j [and $5,000 from 



DODO repaid $2,; 400 around 1954 election an 
April or May,; 1965 . $750 «00 recovered by r 



recovered b; 




jafte 

a Washingto n reception in 1964 for Senator l*)L>u u $7 50 ,00 

i j ; 

in Bridgeport , Conn . , f • 



'v- ■ . k 



lafter.!-a reception and dinner held , 

Eor^Se^tpr£«5©D ; ^:r" — [hot:. 1 . ^\:^K'\1 

acquainted with SPANEL or 



it: 



RUC, 



V 



DETAILS; 



Investigation requested in this .matter bx-Assistant ; Attorney ; 
General FRED VINSON, Jr ♦ , CriminalSDMtsion, Department 
of Justice, who requested that i^vest^i^^n be conducted 
concerning possible violations of I^P^^nd. 1e lection law 



!« 

statutes on the part of &%v^ in connect ion 

wXtli it reported ^8 f 000 payment A^ v ,DQe0D-, by ] 
vice< President^ Interhatibnal Latex Corporation^ 



.This document cbhtcins neither r'eco mmen'ddt ions- -h or conclusions' .bf .ther F BI.! r . U is \the property L 6f.-the.iFBK and is loaned to; 
y on t d q e n c y ; I i a n d ' it s c on t e n t s ' a re ' n ot tb.be distribute d-vou^s ; ld e y ou r agency . ' -s \". . V ; f> . ". : , :• .1^ ^ , ; V 
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April 11. 1967 



statement : 



furnished the following sworn signed 



PC 

b?C 



"Bridgeport, Connecticut 
April 10-th, 1937 



"1 J I being dul 

statement -to Thurl Stalnaker and 



sworn. 



make the fo llowing 



who 



identified themselves as special agents of the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation. I am a practicing attorney with 
offices_at 17 2^ Washington Avenue, Bridgeport . " 

"Some time around Septemb er or nntnW 
Thomas J. Bodd $2,500 and 



tl 



I loaned 
Washington, 



B.C. loaned him $5,000 for a total loan of $7 , 500 . 
borrowed $2,500 from the Connecticut National Bank to 
make this loan, Senator Bodd insisted on signing a note 
for the loan which was non-interest bearing, 

•This money was given to Senator Bodd in cash for his use. 
No discussion was ever had as to whether it was to be 
used for political or personal purposes. 



"At a later date ! | needed $2,000 and J sent it 

along to him, thus increasing my s hare of the original 



$7,500 loan to $4,500 and reducing 
$3,000. 



share to 



]ran a jb caption in 



"Before the 1964 election 

Washington, B.C. for Senator Bodd which netted approximately 
$10,750, About $750 of these recfvinta rare left over in 



morn 

cash and Senator Bodd instructed | 

$750 as a partial repayment of the loan. 



o keep that 



"A short time later, when t conducted the reception and 
dinner for Senator Bodd here in Bridgeport and Fairfield, 
a check was given to the Senator in the amount of $10,064.06, 
to represent the proceeds of that affair. Once again, there 
was approximately $750 ieft over as cash receipts received 
after the bank account was closed. Senator Bodd indicated 



On. 



4-10-67 Bridgeport, Connecticut 



.at. 
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NH 58-134 



SA THURL STALNAKER and 
SA 
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Date dictated- 



4-11-67 
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11 that since | [ had^ been repaid . $750 from 

the Washington reception, that I should keep the $750 
from the Bridgeport affair # lit this manner, $1,500 of ; 
the original $7 ,500 was repaid^ >; 

"Some time around / the 1964 election^ Senator Pocid repaid 
me $2,400 in my off ice at Bridgeport. ?That repayment 
was in cash*, In April or May of 1965, Senator Dodd 
repaid the balance of the loan; with another cash payment 
of appro ximately $3 » 500 . Out of these ttjro cash repayments , 
I repaid 



for his port ion of the loan* 



"I, at no time, asked Senator Dodd where he procured the 
funds to repay the loan. Specifically ; the matter of an 
alleged contribution from International Latex Corporation 
was completely unknown to me until I r^ad about it in 
the newsp apers in 1966 . 1 had no prior knowledge of A.N* 



Spanel or 



until the Pearson Anderson 



columns mentioned xneir names, 

"My real association with Senator Dodd and his campaigns . ^ 
commenced in 1958 when he clothed me ^ith the title' 
of c^paign manager* In 1964, I was active in the; 
campaign but my activity ^ was not comparable ivith my activity 
in 1958 My principle function during the. 1964 campaign 
was the conducting of the cocktail party and dinner in 
Bridgeport when the then Vice President, Lyndon Johnson, 

Vas the distinguished guest ♦ "• y\ ' 

■•".""..»•#. • .' • ■ • . -■ . • . ■*•».". ■• . ** ■* « 

"I have read the above and it is a true and accurate statement. 



i ■ 



hi 
b7C 



"Sworn to and subscribed before me on April 10, 1967 at 
Bridgeport, Conn, 

Special Agent, FBI New Haven, Conn. 



"TnurJL stainaKer, special Agent , FBI, New Haven, Conn. " 



3. 
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explained that 



formerly of 



Bridgeport, Connecticut/ was a life-long friend of his 
who presently operates a restaurant in Washington, D.Ci 
area. •: At the time the loan: was made to Senator DODD , 



1 was not going to have a note sighed by PODD, 
nowevor_,~5Op0. insisted upon sighing a note at which time 



insisted that it be a non-interest bearing note. 
iiner ine 'money was repaid, the note was destroyed and ■■• '■ 
no formal records have been kept as to the re-payments - 
of this loan; therefore, is unable to est ablish exact 
dates the amounts were received from 



• : b7C 
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I FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
U. S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

COMMUNICATION SECTION 



§ 



MAR 2 3 1967 



FBI WASH DC* 




FBI NEW tttfVEN 

11-30^ URGENT 3-23-67 MFS 

TO RECTOR AND WASHINGTON FIELD 
FROM NEW HAVEN 58-134 IP 



Mr* BeLo^ek. 
Mr. Mohv — ~ 



Mr. C&sper- 



Mr. C&llah&B 

Mr. Ccrarsdt _ 

Mr. Pelt 




SENATOR THOMAS J. DODDy BRIBERY; COI; ELECTION LAWS. 




HARTFORD, CONN. AID TO SENATOR DODD, WILL BE 
INTERVIEWED AT EARLIEST POSSIBLE CONVENIENCE. HE HAS 



CONFERENCES AND WILL BE INTERVIEWED TODAY BY A 
SENATE ETHICS COMMITTEE AND EXPECTS TO FURNISH DEPOSITION TO 
FERN TOMORROW . 



WILL BE INTERVIEWED EARLY THIS 



COMING WEEK. 

END 

WRD 

FBI WASH DC* 



is W1AR 24 1967 



4^ 



53 todi m 

TWO COPIES WFQ 



I, 



y 
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 



TO The Director 



FROM : n. p. Callahan 



SUBJECT jhe Congressional Record 
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Senate £Mmsis, CD) M&s*»&s W» setess.ltt*d 
lor ttee $e*«ct Committed ©a- ^aaday^s aaf Ctestost & ISta* it8* $*mm&e&to% 
oam-me of Sesatoj? £todd tmf tt» sojaMaailia* i*$>orl ea tMo mtt*** 4 eaw 
this j'«solatitOo fcad tejgort «IU fce $&tft38ft&< 



Ti the oticiinal of a memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressional 

. ^ was reviewed and pertinent items were 
forked far ihe Director's attention. This form has been prepared in order that 
portions 0* a copy of the original memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and placed 
in appropriate Bureau case or subject matter files. 

5 4 MAY 1 719871 ^a*6> 



4-572 |Hev. 7-18-63) 

O^TJOKAI fOiM HO. 10 
<"-lA GtH. PIG. NO. 2? 



UNITED STATES 6_/ERNMENT 

Memorandum 
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TO 



The Director 



DATE: 



FROM : N , P. Callahan 



SUBJECT: jhe Congressional Record 




v9 : 



5*51 6/57 « 



In the original of a memorandum captioned and dated as above, t he C bnq r e s s ldrTdf 
Record for £«^<p-&y was reviewed and pertinent items were 

marked for the Director's attention. This form has been prepared in order that 

^ /j port .ion ^tolgSSB^ the original memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and placed 

Qv^A^^^^Bffiiau case or subject matter files. 
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NATIONAL COMMITTEE FOR JUSTICE FOR DODD 




G.P.O. Box 1898 
New York, N.Y. 10001 




May 15, ^967 



Dear Friend: 



Mr. Wick 

;r. Casper. 
Mr. Callahan... 
Mr. Conrad. .... 
Mr. Felt 
Mr. Gale 
Mr. Roseiri 
Mr. SuilivaSi 
Mr. Tavel — 
Mr. Trotter... . 
Tele. Room — 
Miss Holmes- 
Miss Gandy... 




Because of serious questions which have been raised concerning the report 

I and recommendations of the Senate Select Committee on Standards and Conduct in the 
case of Senator Thomas » J^Dodj^- the undersigned have undertaken to organize the 
ad hoc and erne rgencyTsiat l ona I Committee for Justice for Dodd. This letter is to urge 
you to join with us. 



Although uncommitted to a final position on the matter of censure, we believe 
there are grounds for examining carefully the Select Committee's recommendations before 
the Senate — and the public—passes final judgement. Among other things, the Committee 
plans to invite the American Civil Liberties Union and/or a prominent jurist to examine 
the report of the Select Committee and the transcript of the hearings in order to ascertain 
whether accepted judicial procedures and due process were observed. 

Among the questions which disturb us as laymen, and which suggest to us the 
need for a careful re-examination of the report and the record, are the following: 

1 . The reporting on Senator Dodd's case, especially in the major metropolitan 
newspapers, has been so one-sided — and Drew Pearson and his cohorts have been able to 
bring so much pressure to bear — that, in effect, he was tried and found guilty by the 
press even in advance of any finding by the Committee . Such an atmosphere is not merely 
prejudicial to fair judgement, as the Supreme Court has ruled in its several findings dealing 
with trial by press, but it has made it virtually impossible for Senator Dodd's defense to be 
heard.. We believe that the public is entitled to hear this defense. As a step in this 
direction, we intend to disseminate as widely as possible the enclosed report by Senator 
Dodd to the people of Connecticut, which wa s telec ast from Hartford on Sunday, May 14th. 



2. The Committee's report stipulates that the hea rings were conducted in a 
Iquasi-judicial manner and that due process and the rules of evidence were observed. But 

Senate Committees are structured for the purpose of conducting broad investigations into 
areas of interest from a legislative standpoint; they are not structured to serve as courts. 
And the question arises whether there can b e due process where the prosecutor — in this case 
the chief counsel for the Committee — simultaneously serves as the principal researcher and 
principal advisor for the judges — in this case the Senators who compose the Committee. 

3. Senator Dodd has been found guilty in the Committee's report of cfl^Ejj^^g^^l^ 

(testimonials and using testimonial funds in an improper or unethical manner. The ^S&r^^es*''^*^ 

I * K 3 K fVlAY 23 1967 





not quote any rules or laws which Senator Dpdd is supposed to have offended—for the simple 
reason that there are none. In describing the manner in which the Ethics Committee arrived 
at their judgement, Senator Eugene McCarthy put it this way: "The Committee did attempt 
to pass fair judgement on the basis of what it considered to be the generally accepted 
standards which it anticipated may be recommended and eventually accepted by the Senate, " 
Even those newspapers and columnists who are demanding the sacrifice of Senator Dodd 
have called for some standard of ethics which is now non-existent. Would it not be more 
honorable and, just for such a standard to be prpc laimed before Senator Dpdd i s judged gu ilty 
of departing from it? : r, • •< •-. t ........ 

Nor did the . report examine into the question of whether Senator Dodd's handling 
of testimonials and testimonial funds departed fromXongressional norms of recent decades. 
Would it not help to create the kind of illumination that is essential to justice if a survey 
were conducted for the purpose of establishing what the Congressional norms are and 
whether and in what way Senator Dodd's procedures departed from these norms? Regrettably 
no such survey has been made and there is none in view. In the absence of such a survey 
and in the absence of any rules, is there any ethical context which makes judgement possible? 

) It is not the position of the National Committee for Justice for Dodd that, merely 

because many people behave in a particular way, one of them caught, behaving so should escape 
prosecution. It is our position that on the matter of testimonial contributions the laws are hazy, 
Congressional rulings are virtually non-existent, and the prevailing ethic is ambiguous. Under 

Ithe circumstances, it is only fair that an attempt should be made to ascertain whether Senator 
Dodd departed sharply from standard practices. 7 

, 4. Senator Dodd in the enclosed statement points out that in the case of the 

so-called double billings — which involves seven trips over a period of sev en years — there 



was no o ther evidence against him than the word of hi s former b ookkeeper, 
I ~ and he makes a convincing demonstration that was an incompetent bookkeeper, 



L 



that he was motivated by malice, and that he was a member of a conspiracy which sought to 
destroy Senator Dodd . From a lay knowledge of the rules of evidence, it does not seem proper 
to the undersigned that Senator Dodd should be convicted on the basis of such flimsy evidence, 
w hen there is so much evidence that points to the contrary conclusion. 

These, are some oLt-he. things that disturb us. But. there are many other aspects of 



the case which indicate the need for a careful judicial re-examination. 

fThe Senate is scheduled to begin debate on the recommendations of its Select 
Committee on Monday, May 22nd. Unless this debate can be postponed — and this is unlikely 
because of the aforementioned pressures — there is every chance that Senator Dodd will be 
judged guilty by his colleagues and in the court of public opinion before he has had a chance 
to make his case. This is an outrageous and dangerous departure from traditional American 
justice. In the short time available to us, the National Committee for Justice for Dodd will 
do everything possible to bring the facts before the public. 



Senator Dodd's leadership and contributions to various groups and causes — many of 



them prematurely unpopular and later to be proved historically correct — makes it incumbent 
on all of us who have benefited by his courageous leadership to at least exert bur maximum 
efforts to insure that he is given a fair hearing by the Senate, the press and the public. To 
this end, we ask you to complete the enclosed form and thus join with us in the National 
Committee for Justice for Dodd. 

Again, we emphasize that time is very much of the essence and we trust that you 
Will use the enclosed stamped envelope to seind us your affirmative reply immediately; It 
would be even more helpful if you could wire or telephon e your reply tc| | 
who has agreed to serve as Secretary to this ad hoc effort | [ New York, 

N Y. 10021; area code 212 - RH 4-2816). We appreciate your consideration; 



Sincerely, 



-^ v?^V m n r*. ip- g ?g -^r 



(Committee still in formation) 



4 : ' S 



SJ 



IS 



V. 



U.S. POSTAGE 

5 c ss^" 



National Committee for Justice for Dodd 
G. P. 0. Box 1898 
New York, N.Y. 10001 



National Committee for Justice for Dodd 

G.P.CX Box 1898 

New York, N.Y. 10001 



Gentlemen: 

You may include my name as a member of the ad hoc 
Emergency National Committee for Justice for Dodd. 



Name , - , ' 

_ _ . - (please print) 



Add re ss ■ 

City State Zip 



Signature 



May 14, 1967 



SENATOR OODp's REPORT TO THE PEOPLE OF CONNECTICUT 

My fellow citizens :■■ v 

For 16 months now l/have endured an ordeal without precedent in 
the history of the United States Senate. 

All manner of sland'ers and lies and distortions and calumnies 
have been heaped on my head by two widely syndicated columnists - 
men who are b y common consent the most reckless twisters of facts 
and the most unscrupulous character assassins ever spawned by the 
American press* In response to this campaign, I asked the Senate 
Ethics Committee to look into the allegations that had been made 
against me. 

A week from tomorrow I shall be going before the full Senate to 
present my case and to argue against the recommendation of censure 
^ reported by the Ethics Committee. Before I do so, however, I think 
'it is proper that I should report to the people of my own state. 
Tonight I have this opportunity, thanks to the fairness and generos- 
ity of this television station. 

I am reporting first to you, the people of Connecticut because 
you are entitled to know what I have to say. in response to the 
charges that have been brought against me, and because, in the, final 
analysis t it is you who will be the real judges of my conduct and of 
my worth. 

You know me as your Senator. 

I have served my country for moire than 30 years in public life, 
and for nearly 13 of those years as a Member of Congress in the House 
of Representatives and in the Senate. 

J have tried to^gerve the^atjer^s ts_ of _m — 

*nrf 7 bolieve I have done so. 

rs In dealing with my present situation, first of all let me say 
that the campaign against me has its origin in a strange coming to- 
gether of hateful and vengeful interests. On the one hand, there 
were four dishonorable and vindictive ex- employees, three of whom 
had been discharged for reasons of misconduct and who were deter- 
mined* to have vengeance no matter what means they employed. On the 
other hand, there was a minor press wolf pack, led by Drew Pearson 
and Jack Anderson, which has been aft c*r my scalp for many years be- 
cause of my position on communism and communist aggression, and be- 
cause of my repeated criticism of the blindness and softness and 
insistence on appeasement to which they are all addicted. 

These two forces came together - and they found some other 
companions of questionable repute because of my position with 
respect to the 1 ong overdue firearms bill and a better narcotics 
control bill, and because the communists have always regarded me as 
a prime enemy. In fact, the communist propaganda apparatus has been 
having a field day with the Pearson-Anderson campaign against me 

A recent newspaper article made the point that the greatest 
contribution to demagoguery in recent years is what is called the 
technique of the Multiple Untruth. 

?r The Multiple Untruth", says the newspaper article, "places an 
unbearable burden of disproof on the challenger. The itark of refu- 
tation is always inconclusive, confusing, and - most Important of 
all - boring to the public/' 7 

This article explains, better than anything I've seen, wtiat I 
U*ve been up against in this so-called "Dodd Investigation", 

The misbehavior snd dismissal of my tiirnc oat employees £<?ve 
Pearson and Ar4ers<ra'$ chance to get at me. \ % V:fii 



It began, really, in 1S62* I I who had beau my aide 

fsince 195C, was discovered in grave misconduct ^ The offense was so 
Sserious that he submitted his resignation,, I gav e him a second 



chance , because 



He promised 



faithfully it would never happen as a in, and I accepted his promise* 

A complete report on this earlier incident was turned over to 
the Ethics Committee* 



Just before the 1964 campaign closed , I discovered thatj 

had r eturned to his old ways. On December 7, 1964, I dismissed" 
]and my personal secretary ,[ 



laucc which no Senator could have tolerated. 



2 for con- 



US 



never officially re-enter ed my office after Dec ember o f 
one mon th af ter l I salary was terminated , 



1965; , , 

and | | entered my office illegally over a weefcena* 

They took thousands of documents from my files, including corres- 
pondence with my constituents and with my wife, and classified 
documents* They then copied them and turned them over to Anderson* 



£yb s e quent ly £ 



and 

and his girl friend^ 



were joined by my bookkeeper 
who, over a period of 



ihany months, continued to remove documents and to copy them 

Both of these people lived a lie every day after, they joined 
the conspiracy* By day, they would smile and fawn and pretend to 
be faithful employees. By night they would copy documents which 
had been taken during the day for Pearson and Anderson* 

The evidence is overwhe lining that the motivation of these 
ex-employees had absolutely nothing to so with ethics in govern- 
ment, but that it was based, rather, on their hunger for revenge* 

If they really had believed that I was guilty of wrongdoing, 
they should have reported the facts to the Justice Department or 
the FBI or the JSthics Conimittee* _,, .Instead, they stole documents 
from 1 my^of f t*ce™f iles an~d Vdtf^ the "two columnists whom they 

knew to be most hostile to me and the most unscrupulous in their 
methods * 



Ui th the documents taken by , 

Pearson and Anderson began their attacks on me. 



and 



Let me give you only one example of the kind of twisted lies 
that have characterised these columns* 

In two columns which I have here, Anderson charged that I had 
received a genuine Persian rug from General Julius Klein, in 
return for certain favors I had done for him* 

Let me quote, what his column said: 

"This column has uncovered secret correspondence between 
Senator Tom Dodd and Julius Klein, the West German Agent j showing 
how Dodd has worked behind the scenes to pro mete West German 
* interests* * . .In return, Dodd has accepted expensive gifts from the 
West Jterman agent fa Pexsian^rug^for^the^DoLdd-home,. for .example.*.). 11 
End^dte*'" - ■^vsemusa^. 

Anderson said that he had documentary proof to support his 
statement* 

Let me show you the documentary proof to \vhich he referred: 
Here is the Christmas card which I received from General Klein 
in 1964* At the bottom is a P*3* which reads: "Your favorite 
flower vase may like to sit on this genuine Persian rug 11 -* The 
iTOrds "Persian rug* 1 , you will note, are in quotation marks* 

I have here a photograph of the so-called ff Persian rug" which 
Accompanied the Christmas card* There is, as you see, a one-foot 
rule in the photo. I do not have the original because it is in the 
files of the Ethics Committee* It was a cotton miniature approxi- 
mately 3" x 12" in size* It's value is about $2 o 00* That's all 
there is to the rug*, and that's all there is to the story* 

(more) 
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rThe incident of the so-called Persian rug, in a sense, tells the 
entire story of the Pearson-Anderson campaign against me. 

They have taken quotations out of context and twisted them in 
the icost sinister possible manner. 

They have claimed the status of documentary proof for documents 
which prove precisely the opposite of what they claim, and which an 
intelligent ten year old child would have had no difficulty in read- 
ing accurately. 

They charged that I faked an official trip to Germany on behalf 
of General Julius Klein. This charge was thrown out by the Ethics 
Committee. 

After all the cpXvavns and all the hullabaloo and all the hear- 
ings, it turned out that there was nothing to it. 

Of the countless charges originally made against me, only two 
charges remain: the so-called double billings and the use of testi- 
monial funds. It is on these charges that the Ethics Committee has 
found against me. Let me deal with the double billings first. 

The Committee has recommended that I be censured for requesting 
and accepting reimbursement for the same trips from both the Senate 
and private organizations- T is is what is meant by double billing. 

I find this charge preposterous and incredible. 

The charge involves seven trips over seven years—seven trips 
out of hundreds of trips which I made and for scores of which I 
might have double-billed if this had been my plan. 



is responsible for five of these double billings- Two ^ c 
occurred under previous bookkeepers- The bookkeepers who preceded 



have submitted statements saying that I certainly never in- 




iXling^s^- 
says it 



s x rue te d tfhetir t o doub te - b i 14 , -and— if there -were - any 
on their books, it was obviously due to error. Only 
was deliberate* 

Not an iota of evidence was produced to support 
accusation- - but ther e was a mountain of evidence to support my con- 
tention that ' 
lived. 



was one of the most careless bookkeepers who ever 



Let me tell you what kind of bookkeeper 



really was. 



Senators are entitled to be paid for a certain number of trips 
to their home state each year. Between 1961 and 1966 there were 21 
trips to Connect ipnf from Washington for which my office should have 

claimed payment. [never collected for a single one of these 

As a result I lost an tnis money that was due me. In fact, the 
total amount that should have been collected and which was not 
collected from the Senate for my trips to Connecticut just about 
exactly balances out the amount involved in the so-called double 
billings. 



When he was asked about this matter- at the hearings, 
excuse was that it would have been "too arduous a task - tnese are 
his words - to check my records and submit claims for my trips to 
Connecticut. 



On five occasions 



had to write to American Airlines to 



request that trip charges be transferred from one account to another 
account, because his initial instructions had been wrong. 



Not only did 



double bill for trips, but on a number of 
occasions he double-paid personal bills, including one bill for more 
than $140. 

/ 
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I could go on and on, telling you about the countless instances 
of sloppy bookkee ping that were discovered by my accountants when 
they went through f H records carefully after he left. But I 

think I have said enough. 



On top of his abysmal record of bookkeeping,! |was the kind 

of witness to, whom no judge* in my opinion, would have granted any 
serious credibility/ He not merely took documents from my office, 
but for almost six months after he joined the conspiracy, his entire 
life, as I have pointed out, involved a daily routine of deceit and 
lying and betrayal. 



told the Committee that he had personally seen me sign 
some 30 checks that were shown to him. But the top handwriting 
expert in the United States, Charles Apel, a man who served the FBI 
for 25 years as a handwriting expert, testified that these checks-- 
including 17 checks for cash™ -bore forged signatures. 



orders. 



also admitted that he had forged my signature on money 



I shall never be able to understand, as long as I live, how the 
word of such a person- -in the absence of any other evidence of any 
kind**could be accepted as the basis for recommending my censure. 
There is nothing to the charge, arid I feel that any reasonable person 
would have to agree with me on the basis of the facts I have presented. 

The matter of the testimonials is more complicated, but there is 
just as little to the charge* 

The report of the Senate Ethics Committee charges that in the 
case of the various testimonials organised in my behalf between 1961 
and 1965, the invitations and notices failed to state for what pur- 
pose the funds were to be used. It also charges that I used some of 
the fundp I received from these various political functions for per- 
sonal purposes/ 

~ WhilTTt^fs"^ 

that the people who came to the dinners were misled. 

There is an important difference between campaign funds and 
testimonial funds. 

Campaign contributions can be used only for campaign purposes - 
and my 1954 campaign, I might point out, wound up with a deficit. 
Testimonial contributions^ however, are not restricted to campaign 
use. Testimonials are functions organized for public figures, or 
for private citizens, by their friends and supporters in order to 
assist them financially. 

Now, I have seen a lot of invitations to testimonial dinners in 
my time, and I can't remember a single one which said anything more 
than that there was going to be a testimonial to honor Mr. Jones or 
Mr. Smith, That*s all they said. There is no rule and no law re- 
quiring that they say more. And I don't see how a man can be found 
guilty of violating a non-existent rule. This runs counter to every 
concept of civilized justice. 



Moreover, no one who attended one of these testimonials has com- 
plained that he was deceived. 

As everyone in Connecticut knows, I publicly offered to refund 
the money to any person who claimed that he had not understood the 
nature of the various testimonials and that he had really intended 
his money as a political contribution. This offer was carried 
prominently on the front page of every Connecticut paper and over 
every Connecticut radio and TV station. But so far not a single 
person has come forward to claim that he was deceived or misled or 
that he failed to understand that his contribution was a testimonial 
gift. 



(more) 



Oil the other hand, hundreds of people - substantially more than 
507. of those x?ho purchased tickets to the various testimonials — 
have submitted statements saying that they did, in fact, intend 
their contribution as gifts . 

The rule is that the intent of the donor is the determining 
factor in deciding whether a contribution should be regarded as a 
gift. 

In , the absence of a single complaint against me, I believe 
that these hundreds of affidavits constitute ovenrhelming proof 
that those who attended the several testimonial functions under- 
stood their nature and did intend their contributions as gifts. 

The nature of a gift is that it is to be spent at the dis- 
cretion of the recipient . 

In my Senate speech of March 10th I stated that I would not 
consider it proper if a Senator used testimonial income to enrich 
himself or to live lavishly . But I do consider it proper for a 
Senator to use such income at his discretion to help liquidate 
campaign deficits, to pay oTi sundr^^Tiflcal debts, and to offset 
his unreimbursed costs of office. And that is essentially what I 
did. 

I believe the Ethics Committee report errs' in its conclusion^ 
because it has failed to take into account the basic arithmetic of 
my position. 

The implication of the report to the average reader would 
unquestionably be that I have abused my position to enrich myself* 
This just is not true. 

I have not enriched myself from public office, and all of 
those who know me are aware of this. ; 

Let me present_to^ you what I have^called "the basic arithmetic" 
~of my position, so that you can understand my cas~er-l&etterv~~ 

As you will recall, I ran for the Senate in 1955 and was 
defeated. I then conducted a long and bitter campaign for the 
nomination in 195C. I won the nomination, and I won the race for 
the Senate. But I had been running non-stop for more than two 
years, and the expenses just piled up and piled up. When I 
entered the Senate in 1959, I was burdened by a total debt of some 
$150,000, which had built up during this period. 

Then there is the matter of out of pocket costs of office,- 
which constitute a heavy burden for every Senator. These costs 
include things like«~ 

--meetings, conferences 9 luncheons, dinners with constituents 
and representative constituent groups, which run at least several 
thousand dollars a year; 

—telephone calls in excess of the basic allowance, which in 
some years have cost me almost $3,000; 

--unreimbursed trips to my home state- -and there have been 
countless such trips; 

— the cost of producing the radio and T. ^programs through 
which I have sought to keep the people of Connecticut informed 
of what is being done in Washington; 

— and the cost of maintaining a separate residence in 
Washington for myself and my family. 

• (more) 
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Over the years, my out-of-pocket costs of office have averaged 
somewhat more than $12>500 ayear--a modest figure by Senate standards. 
Adding up these out-of-pocket costs of office from the day I entered 
the Senate until the close of 1956, I have found that I have put out 
of pocket more than $101,000 for this purpose alone. 

I have received funds from the several testimonials which my 
friends organized to assist me- But the basic point that has to be 
made if you are to understand my position is that the funds I have 
received from these testimonials are substantially exceeded by my 
costs of office over an 8 year period combined with the cost of 

f liquidating the political debts which I brought into office with me. 

' In fact, I am approximately $80,000 in the hole - and this money 
had to come out of my personal income . 

The final and conclusive proof that I have not enriched myself 
from public office is the statement of net worth I made on the Floor 
of the Senate/ Let me repeat tHe central facts of this statement— 

I own no stocks or bonds; 

I have no interest in any business; 

I own no real estate apart from my home in Connecticut and my 
home in Washington, both of which are heavily mortgaged. 

My total net worth, as I told the Senate, is approximately 
$54,000. 

1 am convinced that this net worth places me near the bottom of 
the Senate totem pole. 

Certainly personal expenses were paid for out of bank accounts 
set up for these testimonial funds. But that was faulty bookkeeping. 
Until today, nobody has told you about the political expenses paid 
for out of my personal batik account. ~ " - ' r- ~ 

In a sense, I am technically responsible for the incredibly 
sloppy bookkeeping that went on in my office, just because it was my 
office 

I'm responsible because I was on the Senate floor making 
speeches, or conducting hearings, or gathering the facts about 
communist subversion and terrorism, so that I could present them to 
the Congress and the people. 

I'm responsible because I was doing what I thought you, the 
voters, expected me to do and I wasn't back in my office keeping those 
books myself , or looking over | " | shoulder to make sure he paid 

all the bills out of the proper bank account. 

I'm responsible because I trusted other people to manage my 
financial affairs for me, while I tried to help manage our country's 
affairs for you. 

I'm responsible - but I*m not guilty . By any honest accounting, 
I have not profited one penny from public office. 

True, I am in trouble because the smear technique frequently 
works even on the most honest and conscientious men, an:' because it 
is the natural human instinct to stay clear of anyone who is 
viciously attacked and smeared. This is the standard formula for the 
success of any smear campaign. All the demagogues, from Hitler to 
the communists, to Drew Pearson, understand this- and they trade on 
it. 

They unleash a barrage of lies and slanders against their chosen 
targets, and keep it up until his nerves crack or until his constitu- 
ents and even his friends are willing to sacrifice the target in 
order to obtain peace. 
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Well, I've got news for Pearson and Company, You've run up 
on the wrong roan, 

Pearson may have driven others to their destruction with his 
unconscionable smears and lies. But Tom Dodd is not going to 
break down. Neither I nor my family are going to surrender as the 
price for peace and silence and an end to smear attacks. 

The implications of this case go far beyond what happens to me 
or my family, 

* , A question at issue is whether men of moderate means are to be 
able to compete for office, or whether public office is to become 
.the exclusive domain of the wealthy, 

J A question at issue is whether freedom of the, press involves 
the right i> £ miic railing c o lumhi s t is to conspire to steal the files 
of any public official or private citizen they dislike, 

A question at issue is whether this country is to become ^the 
land of the big smear and whether Drex* Pearson and Jack Anderson 
I are to become the uncrowned kings of the United States Senate, 

1A question at issue is whether Pearson and Anderson are to be 
given a hunting license to knock off all those in Congress who 
advocate a hard line of resistance to communist aggression and 
who oppose all tendencies to appeasement, 

I intend to do two things: 

First j, I'm going to keep on looking after our country's 
affairs j as best I can, I'm going to keep on going after the 
facts, wherever our country's interests are in jeopardy, and bring 
them back to you and to Congress and our leaders in Washington, 

And second, I'm^going^to hire a better bookkeeper to look 

afternoon while x'nf looking af ter yours, 

I hope this time I'll find someone who will do a better job. 



With God's help, I shall continue to do my level best, with 
the 24 hours I am given each day. And I have faith that you, 
the voters, expect no more of any man in public life. 

Again, I appreciate the opportunity given me by this station 
to tell the true story of Tom Dodd, 

I hope that I have persuaded you. But whether I have persu- 
aded you or not, I urge each of you to wire or write or even phone 
me at my office in Washington to tell me how you feel now that you 
have heard what I have to say, 

I thank you. 



\ 
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1 - Mr. Malley 
1 - Mr, Bolz 
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1 - Mr. Wick 




This is to alert you to the Senate debate 
scheduled to begin 5/22/67 to consider the recommendation 
of the Senate Ethics Committee that Dodd be censured for 
his conduct over a five-year period (1961-1965) of : : 1 
exercising the influence and power of his office to./ (1^ 
obtain and use for his personal benefit funds from * « 
political testimonials and campaigns, and (2) to request 
and accept reimbursement for expenses from both the || 

Senate and private organizations for the same trav^l^ IS. 

- .„ 

It will be recalled that at the request; df-the 
Department we made detailed inquiries into specif ic areas 
selected by the Department, after its review of voluminous 
documents made available by columnist Jack Anderson^ of 
possible violations by Dodd of laws within our jurisdiction. 
The specific areas we looked into and our findings, briefed 
parenthetically) are summarized as follows: 

(1) Dodd f s alleged use of automobiles provided 
by Dunbar Transfer Company for his assistance in obtaining 
a Government contract for Dunbar, (Substantiated in part - 
Dodd did have use of such automobiles; his assistance ;tp 
Dunbar not conclusively established,) 

(2) Dodd 1 s reported receipt of $2, 000 to $3, 000 

in cash from officials of Mite Corporation for his assistance 
in this firm's efforts to sell teleprinters to the armed 
forces, (Dodd received an undeterminable amount of |ioney 
from Mite officials and made contacts with Government^ on ? . 
?Mite f s> behalf , but extent of his influence is^t^sti^na^e. ) ^ 
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(3) Dod<fe alleged f^ssil^Pfenlft to obtain a Small 
Business Administration (SBA) loan for Henry Neilson 
(former Hartford, Connecticut, Ford Dealer) in retijjH^Ji 
which Dodd was loaned Ford automobiles at ^np cost f ot.U J * 
extended periods of time. (Use of automobile' alieg^|^ijt 3 i^j 19^j 
verified; use of influence with SBA not established 



conclusively.) 
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Memorandum to Mr* DeLoach 
RE: SENATOR THOMAS J, DODD 



(4) Dodd's reported assistance in obtaining 

a Presidential Pardon for one Phillip Levine (previously 
convicted of income tax evasion) at request of one 
Sydney Symon (a New London, Connecticut, furniture dealer) 
and in return reportedly received free carpeting for his 
Connecticut home, (Dodd did contact Department on Levine's 
behalf; payment for carpeting not made for about one year 
after purchase and installation,) 

(5) Allegation that Dodd sent his chief insurance 
investigator to the Department of Agriculture to stop the 
Government from taking over insurance of Government stored 
grain at a time when Dodd was head of the Senate Anti- 
Monopoly Subcommittee investigating the insurance industry. 
(Not verified^) 

(6) Dodd r s alleged receipt of $8,000 from an 
official of International Latex Corporation in return for 
his promise to assist A, N. Spanel (Chairman of the Board 
of International Latex) obtain an Ambassadorship* (Dodd 
acknowledged receipt of money f but denied giving assistance 
to Spanel. International Latex officials declined inter- 
views except with attorneys present. Not conducted under 
these conditions,) 

We also conducted extensive investigation at the 
Departments request into the reported theft of documents 
from Dodd f s office by several of his former employees, 
(This was established despite refusal to be interviewed on 
this point by responsible employees,) 

All invest ij gat ijm^a^quested by„ „„fihe , p jepartment^has 
been completed and "results furaistied"*to the Criminal ~~ "™ 



iJivision, 



ACTION: 

This is for your information. 





May 19, 1967 



MR. DE LOACH 
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RE: SENATOR DODD 



A M 



Benjamin Fern, Chief Counsel of the 
Senate Select Committee on Standards and Conduct, which 
conducted the hearing s regard ing Senator Dodd, confidentially 
advised Special Agent | | this morning that Senate 

consideration of the Committee's recommendation that Dodd 
be censured has been postponed for at least two weeks. The 
report was scheduled to be taken up by the Senate on Monday, 
May 22, 1967. 

Mr; Fern stated the leadership decided on the post- 
ponement following an emotional plea by Dodd. He said the leader-. 
Ship realized that if they refused him a postponement and voted iofi 
censure, Dodd could always claim he was not given a fair opportunity 
to prepare his defense. V/: 



Mr. Tolscm _ 
Mr. DeLoach 
Mr. Mohr _ — _ 

Mr. Wick J 

Mr. Casper 

Mr. Callahan 
Mr; Conrad 
Mr. Felt 
Mr. Gale 
ir. Rose: 
Mr. Sullivan _ 
Mr. Tavel _u 
Mr. Trotter _ 
Tele. Room^_ 
Miss Holmes 
Miss Gandy _ 





RESPECTFULLY, 

if. 



ROBERT E. WICK 




1 . Mrr^Tolcoife -. 
1 - Mr. DeLoach 
1 - Mr. Jones 
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ToJson 
DeLoach . 

Mbhr 

Wtck ._: 

Gasper 

CaJlahon . 

Conrad 

Fell 

Gale 

Rosen 

Sullivan - 

Tavcl J 

Trotter 




Mrs* Jessie B.^Evans 
D^ltajlatel : 



June 16, 1967 



San Francisco, California 94103 ' 

Dear Mrs ♦ Evans: 

I have received your letter of June 10th r \o-> 
get her with its enclosure, and certainly appreciate your kind 
sentiments regarding my jyork. ^ ^ 

With regpe<£t 1 0 ^<?ur comments concerning the 
f or Mer employees of Senator ©o&d to whom you referred, the v 
FBI is strictly an investigative agency of. the Federal Govern- 
ment and, as such, does not determine whether prosecution 
will be instituted in any situation. Such decisions concerning, 
violations of Federal law are within the province of the United 
States Department of Justice, arid all of the information devel- 
oped during our investigation of this matter has been furnished 
to the United States Pepart^ftt &f Justice for prosecutive 
consideration/ '•• ' . "'•■■: : /: y '.' 



Sincerely yours, 

9„ Edgar Hosier 



NOTE: Bufiles contain no r^cp^^entif iable with Mrs. Evans, 
Street address per San F^f nciiop telephone Directory. 
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S. F. Calif 
June 10, 1967 




Hon. J. Edgar Hoover 
Justice Dept. 
Washington, D C 



Re: Sen Dodd's 

Larcenous Emp^ves 



Mr. Tolson. 
Mr. DeLoach— . 
Ir. /$phr 
Jck 

r/^Casper 

Mr. Callahan 

Mr. Conrad 

Mr. Felt„._. 

Mr. Gale 

Mr. Rosen 

Mr. Sullivan 

Mr. Tavel 

Mr. Trotter 

Tele. Room 

Miss Holmes 

Gandy 



Dear Sir: 



. . I ran across this enclosed item a few days ago and was appalled - 

|I felt that I just had to write to you, whom I have admired for years as a fair 



'realistic man, doing a dedicated job. I am a member of no pressure groups, 
unless the VA Aux American Legion, the V. F. W. Aux and the Methodist- 
Church are evil groups as Drew Pearson would have everyone b|llfeve wlien 
they are in disagreement with his yellow journalistic campaigns ^^^adfstic, 
character assassination as he has of Senator Dodd. 




Why is everyone afraid of Pearson? Why have the Senator^ hot 
stopped him? Legal confrontation is what he seems to need. I remember very 
well when Truman called him an SOB. Remember how he quailed and agonized 
and tried to put "candy in all of Truman T s pockets to assuage him? Pearson is 
basically a coward as is the technic he uses - . \^ ^ 9^)C A 

When those immoral "footsie"- employes were given notice of severance 
they were not moved by altruism or patriotism to filch his (Dodd's) private papers 
but hate and obvious greed for money - Drew Pearson's- They didn't bring them 
to you because you would have condemned grand larceny and would have told them 
that you knew their motives. *ft££ j §^ - ^ / "~ J *^ 



Personally I never cared for Senator Dodd because he was such an avid 
Democrat and I am just as avid an Republican. i jun 20 1967 ; \ 

It seems to me that he tried too hard to represent G tife aa people^(# I ffif 
rich state of Conn- by trying to be "all things to all people" He picked up the check 
for meals, hotel rooms, theater tickets and the wealthy constituents came to 
Washington in droves. More practical wealthy constituents gave testimonials 
because they adored him and knew he was in a financial "bind" and are still willing 
to help him now that the chips ar e down- All o f them weren 't fai r weather friends- 





It seems that these unreliable employees should be prosecuted for 
grand theft, fined and jailed and Pearson along with them as accessory after the 
fact or vice versa, because Pearson has admitted in his column his complicity 
in engineering the conspiracy 

When the congress hypocritically banned wire tapping, they surely 
didn't take tampering and grand theft off the law books. 

For the life of me, I can't understand why everyone is afraid of 



Pearson- You can take one look at | pow as he is unhappily 

"dying on the vine-" His dreams must be bad because he could never atone for 
harm he has do ne to peop le with his column. Yellow journalism was condemned 
at its inception. I f l am sure is full of bitter self- indictment, as he should 

be. Pearson is still with us and someone should "muzzle" him. I am sure 
Satan has a good hot place reserved for this evil man- 
It seems that my letter is pointless unless you decide to accept the 
challenge- Don't ever think of resigning. If one can maintain a satisfactory 
degree of health, there is no reason to feel old. I am 68-. 

With only good wishes, as one who believes you are indispensable, 

I am 

Sincerely 

(Mrs) Jessie B Evans 
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Dodd's Chummy 




Or ao they? i JAMES J. KILPATRICK /V 

tee. He took no pleasure ( 



Editor's Note: The following 
views are those of the author and 
, are presented here to' give read* 
ers a variety of viewpoints. The 
Tribune's opinions are expressed 
only in editorials, 

The case of Tom Dodd k 
simmering just now on the 
back of the Senate stove, 
-while the Senator prepares his 
defense against the pending 
resolution of censure. It is as 
good a time as any to inquire: 
i What. ever became of; the four 
{civic piardians who got him : 
(into ^ mess? . . ' ! v 

Dodd. has to be Judged on 
his. own conduct, wholly apart 
from lie conduct of James P. 
B p y ,d, Marjprie. Carpenter, 
Terry Golden, and Michael 
0 Hare. 

But . what about the sticky- 
fingered four? Boyd went to 
work' for Dodd in. 1958 and> 
rose 'to be/his top administra- 
tive ' aide. Mrs. €arpehter, 
who was to become the Lady 
Macbeth of tWs 'affairy came 
on the staff in July; 1961, as 
the Senator's personal seer e- - 
tary. Jim and= Marj^got to be 
churns^ From the record:. '". 
• r Q. You had a social relation- 
ship with Mr. Boyd since 
1963, have you not? 

Mrs. Carpenter. Yes, sir. ' 
; In December of 1964, Dodd 
fired both of them for '/grave 
misconduct no. Senator could 
have tolerated." Oyer a peri- 
od of the next several months, 
' the v two were overcome . by 
shame at Dodd's abuse of his . 
high position. They obtained a 
fduplicate key from a girl still 
working in the office. They 
got in touch with those pillars 
of public virtue, Drew Pear- 
son and Jack Anderson. And 
over the weekend of June 12- 
13, 1965, they began lugging 
the papers away. 

"I felt I had a public duty," 
Boyd, told the ethics < commit- 



out of 

what he did/- To expose the 
Senator "caused me' a great 
deal of pain." But Jack An- 
derson; was whispering in one 
ear and Marjorie was' whis- 
pering in the other. ^ 
Meanwhile, late Jnrthe sum- 
mer of 1965, little birds began 
to whisper in the Senator^ 
ear. He was thunderstruck.' 
Someone, he. said, is stealing 
my files. ; He turned to. his 
faithful bbbkkeeper,, y ou n g 
Master O^Hare, and asked for 
his thoughts on the matter. 
Ain't nobody here but; us 
chickens, boss, . the guileless 
youth 7 r e p 1 i e d.\ Well,' said 
Dobfr' let us change- the locks 
anyhow. And* this O'Hari ar- 
rangedi thoughtfully preserv- 
ing a : spare key for himself. 
Whereupon, he a nd his honey- 
bun; Mte^^^ the 
paper safari. 

•The!; reporter wtio inquires 
of the local district attorney's 
office finds that no charges of 
any / sort have been filed 
against the four; At the De- 
partment of Justice, the offi- 
dal word is that the depart- 
ment Vis still considering the 
case.." The i n f e r e n c e one 
draws from a Justice spokes- 
man is that it may be tough' to 
find a charge that will stick. 
The d o c u nie nt s, after all, 
were hot exactly stolen; they 
were^oniy taken for a joy-ride 
and returned. The four con- 
spirators made . no , personal 
profit frotii their high-minded 
larceny. , 

These are nice questions for 
lawyers to ponder. The rest of 
us, sitting in the press gallery, 
can' only reflect upon the iro- 
ny of justice that sees a Sena- 
tor on trial for his political 
life, and his betrayers saun- 
tering scot-free- abtmt Waste-, 
ington, full of "purit^, sweet- 
ness and light. 
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THESE 
DAYS 

By 

JOHN CHAMBERLAIN 



No Rules in Senate 
To Cover Dodd 




The U.S. Senate has never formulated any 
rules governing the use cf testimonial money 
by individual Senators. It has never prescribed 
any wording for invitations to testimonial 
dinners. It has not even gotten around to telling 
senators how they should keep their books. Yet 
■ a committee of the Senate has proceeded to 
clobber Senator Tom Dodd by censuring him 
for violation of rules which have never been 
made and most likely never will be. A thousand 
ghosts _might rise up to protest what is, in prac- 
tical effect, a reversion to the time of the Plan- 
tagenet monarchs of England, when it was con- 
sidered quite all right to slap a dissident duke- 
into the Tower of London by use of the royal 
power of attainder. This practice, which stank 
to high heaven in medieval times, was expressly 
prohibited in 1789 by the U.S. Constitution, which 
made bills of attainder and conviction under 
ex post facto laws illegal. 
Wouldn't Hold Up In Court 

The U.S. Senate is- not-, of course, a court 
of law. Sinoe it has al the power of the Plan»ia- 
genet kings in dealing with its own members, 
it could, theoretically; censure one of its 
members for appearing on the floor of the Seri : 
ate in a sweatshirt. But it is /the spirit of the 
thing that counts: no committee of the Senate 
should reach a verdict that would be considered 
unconstitutional if applied in any legal case in* 
volvisng an ordinary U.S. citizen. 

This column holds no brief for the practice 
•f raising money by testimonial affairs. There 
should be better ways 6f financing political ca- 
reers. But when Senator Russell Long of Loui- 
siana says that 50 out of a hudired U.S. Sena- 
tors have, perforce, felt compelled to raise . 
money by- methods that are ~in, the same grey • 
area as the "Dodd dinners," he is merely reiter- 
ating what every hep character on Capitol Hill 
knows. If the Senate votes to sustain the censure 
recommendation against Dodd, it will be the. 
act of a bunch of whited sepulchers. 
Uncomfjrtable Questions 

The information which this column gets is that 
Senator Long is 'fighting mad about the commit- 
tee recommendation in the Dodd matter. Long 
couOd', of course, have his own axe to grind, 
for he has been seeking Senate votes for his 
proposed income tax check-off of funds to fin- 
ance political campaigns. But justice can be 
served inadvertently even by self-serving ac- 
tions. The point is that Long knows that every 
senator has to scrounge up extra money. Some 
dp it by taking lecture fees from groups that 
hope to influence votes. Long is a tough baby 
who doesn't care what the political commenta- 
tors say about him. Thirty-odd years ago he 
watched his father, Huey Long, practically die 
in his arms after an attack by an assassin. 



He is fearless, and when he asks the Senate 
not to apply an ex post facto ethical code to 
Dodd that it is unwilling to apply to all its 
members on the basis of past behavior, it can 
be assumed that he means to ask some mighty 
uncomfortable questions. 

Reprehensible Practice 

The committee report on Dodd is a most cu- 
rious document. At its tail-end it says the four 
former senatorial employees of Dodd had in 
dulged in a reprehensible practice in liftinglloc- 
uments from his office. But when it comes 
to recommendng censure of Dodd, the report 
takes the word of the disaffected ex-employees 
as against Dodd's own woraL One of the four 
said that Dodd knew of the instances of double- 
billing for plane fares. The committee gravely 
lists seven instance^ of double-billing as part 
of its case in recommending censure. Dodd 
himself has denied that he had any knowledge 
of the double-billing, and has charged it ta 
sloppy bookkeeping by a disgruntled underling 
who neglected to put in legitimate bills for trips 
back home to Connecticut for which his office 
never collected a-penny. Well, what would an 
ordinary jury in ordinary life make of all this? 
Would it accept the testimony of a man deemed 
guilty of "reprehensible" practice in purloining 
papers as against the man who had been victi- 
mized by the theft? 

Reimbursed Himself 

The Senate committee listed more than 
$400,000 that was collected by Dodd from those 
contested dinners, and went on to say that he 
had spent some $116,000 of it on his own personal 
affairs. Dodd's rejoinder is that in eight years 
in the Senate his office expenses have run tr- 
$20,000 a year over and above his salary, bis 
allowances,' and the money that went for cam- 
paign expenditures. True, he "commingled" his ; 
funds in various checking accounts, which is 
sloppy practice, but when he says he merely 
reimbursed himself for legitimate political ex- 
penses who is to call him a liar? The four people 
who lifted the documents from his office? 
'Take it away, senators. If you convict Tom 
Dodd you will be joining those Plantagenet 
kings. And you will be lending aid and comfort 
to those who want to see Dodd destroyed .be- 
cause he has been^ one of our more dedicated 
anti-Communists, throughout the period of a Cold 
War that was certainly real when he was fight- 
ing it. 
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Why Was Dodd Singled Out For Senate Censure? 




Morris 



By kobert Morris 

NOW THAT THE Senate EtSi<# 
Committee has submitted its report 
and recommended that Sen. Thomas 
J. Dodd be censured, it becomes the 
duty of the full Sen- 
ate to make this grave 
determination. 

With respect to the 
issues covered by the 
report, the record has 
been made and this 
column can , add no 
facts thereto. I can, 
however, ask the 
question: WiH every 
senator now be sub- 
jected to the same-' ex* 
animation of personal 
affairs or will only those senators who 
stand up to the Soviet conspiracy have 
to submit to this test? 

One had only to read the Commu- 
nist press, overt and covert, to recog- 
nize where these people stood on 
Sen, Dodd. And, of course, it is 
an indisputable fact that Drew Pear* 
-son , ™th e-trigger-maf^i n~th ep i sod e 
has consistently tried to destroy any 
personality on the Washington scene 
who has had the courage to oppose 
the strategy of U.S.-Soviet "accom- 
modation," 

I WRITE THIS column, however, 
to make a different point: In making 
its determination, the Senate must look 
at the whole picture and not just at 
the issues that have been framed by 
the partisans involved. 

In the summer of 1960, two of the 
most knowledgeable Congolese I know 
came to see me in New Jersey to tell 
me of the enormity of the threat to 
their country. The issues were almost 
universally being conceajed by murky .- 
propaganda. Sen. Dodd, alone 'of alK 
the Senate, heard their dispassionate 
account of the facts and went forth 
and skillfully and courageously fought 
the battle of the Congo for the next 
four years — and won. 

After Moise Tshombe was elevated 
to the' post of prime mini ster t Presi- 
dent Johnson, to his great credit, 
worked with Sen. Dodd, and Commu- 
nism was stopped in that heartland 
of Africa. Not only did Tshombe stop 
Communism in the Congo but he used 
it as a base to push it back in the 
countries that bordered on his domain. 



MOREOVER, it was Sen. ■ Dodd's 
voice that kept warning us that the 
Pathet Lao and the Viet Cong were 
stealthily preparing for the conquest 
of Laos and Vietnam when the pre- 



vailing sources of communications were 
assuring us the Geneva Accord of 1954 
had brought peace in our time. And 1 
when the dread decision was made in 
Washington to jettison President Diem* 
thus changing the war from a Vietna- 
mese war to an American war, with 
our thousands of casualties, it was 
Dodd and Marguerite. Higgins • who 
made the record that now provides 
the basis for clarity of perspective in 
the outcome of that war. 

There are other cases, far tdo nu- 
merous to catalogue here: Dodd^s de- 
fense of Ottp^Otepka, his inquiry into 
thV^taT^ing "dfculfisfahces surround- 
ing tiiejdsath^rf .Jhe_ga Ha n t. Poyl 



'Bang- Jensen, his support of the work 
oFTfte -Senate Internal Security sub- 
committee. All these are factors in the 
issue before the bar of the Senate. 

The fact of the matter is that if 
the free world is treated to the spec- 
tacle of a senator who has been iden- 
tified with resistance to the Soviet 
conspiracy, censured, we will be the 
loser, And, moreover, it will be a great 
deterrent for any other senator to 
come forward when another Congo 
teeters in the balance, 

U.I. Frew Association 

THE WANDERER - MAY 11, .1967 



Dodd vs. Powell 

Newsmen continue to draw a parallel between the 
Powell Case and the Dodd Hearings despite the fact that 
little similarity actually exists. Although the veteran Har- 
, lem legisla tor's flamboyant flouting of House decorum for 



years was eriibarassing ffiat -, ^^B5th^re^an-d-abroadrt-he 
House did not move against Powell until pressure from 
constituents became so insistent that a special committee 
was set up. Powell then arrogantly thumbed his nose at the 
committee, which was determined at' first to bend over 
backwards to s most painlessly dispose of the unpleasant 
predicament. ....... 

(Within Congress it is said that Sen. Dodd's most un- 
forgivable mistake was to assemble a staff of top aides 
whose behaviour would not have been tolerated by a less 
trusting executive/ Whatever the merits of the case, few 
within the Capitol community champion the disloyalty 
of staff members who removed Congressional and personal 
files of the Senator and turned them over to a syndicated 
newspaper columnist for publication J 

Where Powell refused to- cooperate with the House 
committee, Sen. Dodd, himself, instigated the Senate com-, 
mittee inquiry of his affairs. Ironically, it now appears as 
though the Senate committee, rather than engaging in fact- 
finding, at times appears to be prosecuting. Still, the white- 
maned Senator neither repudiates nor rebuffs the committee 
of his peers. He chose, instead, to engage in a dignified yet 
wholehearted defense of his career and his honor. In doing 
this he displays . his respect for the august body of which 
he has long been an important member: 

Senator Dodd has not indicted his fellow Senators, he 
has made no cries of persecution, has instigated no demon- 
strations, nor hinted at recriminations. Regardless of the 
final committee finding Senator Dodd's performance in 
these difficult days of investigation dramatizes a Congress- 
man's respect for the honor and. prestige of the legislative 
body, 

ROLL CALL - MARCH 16, 1967 



Dodd Case Lesson ♦ 

Climate of Snoopery Exposed 



By William S. White 




THE POUR disgruntled 
former employes who be- 
trayed the trust of their 
employer Sen. Thomas J. 
Dodd of Con- 
neeticut, to 
filch private 
letters from 
his office 
and so to put 
him through 
the ordeal of 
a public trial 

_by his_ col^ 

leagues have 
at last gone 
too far. Whl * e 

Not content with having 
attacked their "benefactor in 
the recent hearings on "the 
Dodd case" before the Sen- 
ate Ethics Committee, they 
now "demand" yet more air- 
ings of- hss. alleged transgres- 
sions before" a jury that had 
^alreaiy. close d^he ^record _of . 
testimony arid* left the box 
to deliberate. 

Reasonably fair men would 
have supposed that their 
original accusations would 
have been quite enough to 
conte n t them . N o wv - ■ how- 
ever, they are leaking yet 
more of the same. The pur- 
suit of Sen. Dodd began in 
venom in the shallow "moral 
indignation" of people who 
discovered that he was a bad 
fellow only after three of 
them had been fired by him 
long before there ever was 
"a Dodd case" and for reas- 
ons which incharity to them 
~ the- Sena tor has : never~ 
trumpeted. 

Now, to venom has he en 
added a tireless vindictive- 
ness. 

Reams have been written 
about the possible impact 
upon the life of the Senate 
of the loose financial con- 



duct imputed to Sen. Dodd. 
But little has yet . been said 
of the conduct of the four 
informers. 

This columnist does not 
pretend to know the degree 
of impropriety, if any t of 
which Sen. Dodd may be 
guilty. Nor would it be re- 
motely proper for an out- 
. sider to attempt to reach a 
verdict which must rest 
alone with those Senators 
_ who_tried_him. _ .. ... 

But this much is demon- 
strably true and it is past 
time that it be said: ■ 

Whatever Sen. Dodd may 
have done, it is far less ugly 
than what has been done to 
him . by staff people who 
used their confidential and 
honored positions with him 
to smear him before the Sen- 
ate and the world. 

ONE ASPECT of "the 
Dodd case" is thus already 
clear. This is that these four 
little persons — and who 
could get littler?— have done 
more than to stain the 
career of a notably able 
Senator and a notably gen- 
erous, if clearly somewhat 
feckless, man. 

These four — James Boyd, 
Marjorie Carpenter, Michael 
O'Hare and Miss "Terry" 
Golden— have poisoned the 
air of the United .States 
Senate and have caused 
every man sitting there to 
wonder whether, in jiis own 
"office and irr his" own House 
there may be traitors to his 
person. ■ ' 

No such state of affairs 
has ever before been seen in 
the Senate. For if confiden- 
tial assistants are not to be 
trusted with confidential 
papers where can a public 



man turn for loyalty or for 
faithfulness? 

The Senate, for all its 
faults, is largely made of 
men whose instincts are big, 
whether or not their, actions 
may , always be wise and 
right. 

This being so, there has 
always been there a. disposi- 
tion^ to protect staff people. 
Thus it is that the Senate 
.ias been reluctant to move 
against Boyd & Co., if only 

-because their - behavior "^has" 
been so pettily nasty. 
But Boyd & "Co. have hot 

• been willing to quit while 
they were ahead and it is a 
reasonably safe prediction, 
now that their dogging of 
Senator Dodd has become 
an open-ended career, that: 
they are going to invite a 
far different kind of Sen- 
ator] a! . attenti on than- -has: 
yet been given to them. 

FOR WHILE the practice 
is to forgive much from 
those who only work there, 
even here a limit of toler- 
ance, can be passed — and in N 
this case surely that limit 
has been passed. 

Indeed, it may be that in 
the end most enduring facet 
of "the Dodd case" will not 
so much concern a man 
named Thomas Dodd as it 
will impel all adult men to 
consider all the implica- 
tions of a climate of snoop* 
ery and self-righteous stool- 
pigeonry long since rampant 
-in the Nation -at-large-and^ - 
now reaching into the very 
halls of the Senate. 

The Boyds of this world 
are unimportant in them- 
selves; but they are pro- 
foundly important in the 
kind of values they have 
come to embody. 

© I9S7. United Feature Syndicate 
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^/ jr/J' j'Jp In Support of Senator Dodd 

By Lew Shankowsky 



It is, literally, tragic to see aj 
distinguished and respected U . S. j 
Senator like Hon. Thomas J. Dodd ! 
suffer for his ideas.. Now with his 1 
''case'' opened> we see Sen. Dodd, 
feeing pushed around by the sinis- 
ter, crowd of columnists whose in- 
tentions are more than question- 
able, and whose methods are more 
than intolerable. How differently : 
■the American journalists behaved 
at the time of the Sinyavsky-Dan- 
iel trial in iMoscow! Then they lee- 
tuxed their Soviet colleagues about 
the "democratic" meaning of just- 
ice: Nobody could be pronounced 
guilty .before the verdict of the 
Courts In the Dodd case, the same 
American journalists presumed the 
Senator's guilt in such headlines, 
as "Dodd Defenders under Fire/'; 
or "Dodd Coercing Witnesses/' 
reminiscent of what the Soviet 
. -press^djd^n^th^JSir^ 
case. It too had tried to presume 
the guilt of the accused writers be- 
fore dieir "guilt" was "proved" by 
the Court, 

"Dodd Coercing Witnesses?' 7 It 
is exactly the opposite of the truth, 
but, unfortunately, the "witnesses" 
have a 'good press/' I even read 
something about their "patriotism/' 
as shown by "the stealing of docu- 
ments from the Senator's files. 
Maybe in a Communist society 
such deeds can be regarded as 
"patriotic," but not in ours. Con- 
trary to the Communists we still 
believe that no good can fee at- 
tained by evil means. 

And, besides^ the J Dodd issue 
does not simply involve the prob- 
iem of a man whose innocence 
should be presumed until he is 
proved guilty. It involves, rather, 
the problem of the political and, 
social health of this nation with 
serious implications for its future. 
The problem can be even posed in 
the dilemma Whether our children 



will be the prisoners of a totalitar- 
ian society and potential schizo- 
phrenics or free and healthy people 
in a democratic community. 

It is very unfortunate, indeed 7 
that so lew people try to grasp the 
truth behind the Dodd issue. It is 
not a problem of "Senate's Self- 
Appraisal," as one columnist w r rote, 
but the problem of how far the 
Soviet KGB {Security Service) is 
able to proceed against its enemies 
in this country; how this dreadful 
organization can prosecute them, 
and how easily it can find dedi- 
cated helpers for this task. For the 
people who know what it's all 
about, the picture has been made 
entirely clear. Sen. Dodd would 
have avoided his present prediea-; 
mem if he had not published Mur^ 
d-eir International, Inc. and bad not 
revealed KGB murders and kid- 
n. a PPi^ gs in t he free wor ld, Un- 
fortunately for him, Sen. Dodd"" 
both presided at the hearings and 
wrote the introduction to this pub- 
lic document which stated that 
"the former c6m™antle;: m-chief of 
the 'Department of SJo^d-Wet Af- 
fairs/ " Alexander N. S'helepin, is 
now "Deputy Premier <jf the Coun- 
cil of Ministers, Member of the 
Presidium and Secretary of the 
Communist Party, USSR," (p. 7). 

Now, Sen, Dodd has to "pay "up" 
for making this revelation. The 
Dodd issue is a clear example of 
KGB revenge. For those of us who 
have lived in the "blessed paradise 
of workers and peasants" it was cAy 
vious that Sen. Dodd would be 
marked for "liquidation," not by 
murder, but bv character assassina- 

7 J ... 

tion. A premonitory sign of Sen. 
Dodd's troubles could be seen in 
the mysterious silence which sur- 
i rounded the public document is- 
| sued by the U.S. Senate, Commit- 
itce on the Judiciary, Not a single 



j newspaper, magazine or lbodk.com- 
j merited on the document, as if the 
writers did not^know that to be 
silent about the facts, however con- 
tradictory to official attitudes, is 
; not only shameful but indeed sick. 

. The people who reserve for 
themselves the", right to decide 
what the American people may or 
mav not know, : should at last un- 
derstand that no mystery ot silence, 
is able to conceal the fact that Uk- 
raine is Moscow's "Achilles' heel" 
or that Soviet terror and assassina- 
tions are a tradition of long stand- 
ing. Recently a 25-year old Ukrain- 
ian, Mykola Didyk immolated him- 
jSelf in the Buddhist manner in 
! front of the central KGB building 
t in Moscow in protest against a half 
.century of Soviet terror. This fact 
was reported by Michael Mihailov 
! of Yugoslavia in his article in The 
. J^ew. Lead^]_% _4 p. 6). The 

American press had nothing to " 
• i "say about this fact, but if would 
I have commented for cu.ys on a si mi ■ 
: lar suicide in Vietnam. 

"Dodd Accusers" who, by their 
syl misinformations, arc trying to 
; convince the reading public in ad- 1 
j vance that Sen. Dodd bas become 
j in Goerge Orwell's terminology an 1 
! "unperson," will soon eat their own 
words. We strongly believe that a 
man like Hon. Thomas J. Dodd, 
a man without a blemish on his 
record, a man of courage and un- 
compromising character will win 
over his enemies, and we r shall all 
continue to 'bene fit from the pu b- 
lic ser v i ce o f th e Se n a to r ' w ho Wa s 
never afraid td' express his opinions 
openly and to do what lie felt was 
right. It will am-using tO see the 
"Dodd Accusers" in the dock which 
is a place they have long deserved 
to be in. 
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 



. MEMORANDUM ON DOUBLE BJ LL INGS 
BY SENATOR THOMAS J. DODD 



The Ethics Committee has recommended that I be censured for requesting 
and accepting "reimbursement for expenses from both the Senate and private 
organizations for the same travel 

The facts do not sustain this severe judgment. 

This memorandum is devoted in part to a presentation of these facts 
and "in pa r t to t h~e young" man -who was^my p ri nc i pa 1 accuser and whose word ~. — - 
the Committee apparently took over mine. 

Between 1959 and 1965, there were seven instances in which my office 
was doubly reimbursed for the same trips. 

These seven are out of a total of more than eighty trips during that 
period, for which I was reimbursed ei ther by the Senate or by private 
organizations. 

r— t-; — —Be f o r e^j ~ ["becamenWy^'b in 1 961 , there were two double 

bil 1 ings. 1 - 1 

Two forme r staff members , who were responsible for my travel arrange- 
ments prior to l ~1 have submitted letters stating flatly that they were 
never asked or told to double bill and that any double billings while they 
were on my staff must have been the result of clerical errors. 



It is clear that| |lied when he told the Ethics Committee that 

I ordered the fiv e double billings during his tenure as bookkeeper. If 
I ordered f I to double bill, why did I not order the two prior assistants 

also to make the two double billings which occurred under them? 

Certainly there is no "pattern", such as the one set out by an ''Ethics 
Commi ttee member who stated that "a billing to a private source always pre- 
ceded billing to the government." This member continued: "It seems to me 
that has some connotation — billing to the government after billing to 
another source." 

There is a simple straightforward explanation for this sequence of 
bill ihg. 

Travel claims on private organizations are generally submitted by 
letter after the completion of the trips taken in their behalf. These 
claims are as a rule settled within a matter of days. 



- more - 
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In the case of trips undertaken on behalf of a Senate committee, 
the fares are generally purchased with a Committee credit card/When the 
Committee receives its bill from the airline — which may take as long as 
several months a voucher is submitted for the signature of the Senator 
in quest ion. Senators will know from their own experience that there is 
always a substantial delay between the date on which a trip is taken and 
the date on which a signed voucher is finally returned to the Committee, 
and there is a further delay before payment is made. 

It is my understanding that the average interval between a trip 
taken on Committee business and the actual disbursement of funds by the 
U. S. Senate to pay for this trip runs approximately four months. 

The ''pattern 11 that has been adduced as proof of intentional double- 
.billing is, therefore, hot a pattern at all but simply a routine fact of 
1 1 i f e in the conduct of bus i ness by" U h i ted S t a t e s ' Senators . 

The only pattern which a reasonable person can ascertain, I believe, 
is a pattern of sloppy bookkeeping, a pattern not 1 imi te d tn tra vel bill- 
ings but one that extends into every other area in which Hhad a 
responsibility for looking after billings and payments. 



The following are some of the instances of 



careless book- 



keeping practices which have been found by my accountants and attorneys: 

: On twenty-one occas ions , between 1961 a n d f9 66 "T^ i no^>ed^f ravel" 
expenses on official business to mv ho me state, for which I was entitled 
to reimbursement but for which 



never submitted a claim; 



— My own bills were paid twice in a number of instances . On each 
occasion the double billing was discove red by me when the business concern 



returned the second check which 



had sent to them; 



-- Bills were not paid by I I In a timely manner. A glaring 

example of this is the fact that he permi tted my American Bar Association 
membership to lapse because he failed to send in the very minimal annual 
dues for the years I962-63 and 1963-64. To top this off, when my, del i n- 
quent dues were f inally paid, in the summer of 1964, there, was a $10 over- 
payment; ' 



On five occas ions 
request corrections in charges . 



had to write to American Air 1 i nes to 
They involved transfers from my personal 
account to a subcommittee account, from one subcommittee account to another, 
or from a subcommittee account to my personal travel account; 



— Six times, trips paid for by private s ources we re also billed to 
my campaign account, for the simple reason that l I d i d not cross these 

trips out of the lists of trip charges sent to Us by American Airlines; 



b6 
b7C 



- more - 
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explanation of his failure to claim reimbursement for 
the 21 trips for which I was entitled to reimbursement is typical, I think, 
of his careless attitude toward his work: 

"In order to gain reimbursement I would have had to 
do a complete audit . V .for. that year or maybe year 
. and a half . v ^: and\ for the sake of j ust two or three 
trips this was just too arduous a task for. me to do at 
7 this time.": . . (T. 1255-56) - 

The fact that the Committee recommends that I be censured for the seven 
double bill ings leads inescapably to the conclusion that, in using; the words 
"request and accept," the Committee accuses me of deliberately and fraudulently 
charging the Senate and private organizations for the same travel. 



poi nt 



f i n d ^Ut 4 mn o<> s i fa 1 e -to- understand^th Is,,. necommen da t Ion „b_e_c a,u s e on this 

t wasl Iword against mine. There was no other evidence to support 

ccusat ion, while there is considerable evidence to support my denial. 



credibility, moreover, is seriously challenged by the following items 



of evidence. 



I " admitted that he had participated in the theft of documents 



from my office. 

He admitted that he had conspired to steal and publish my income tax 

_r e t u rrrs. i n, vj f o 1 a £ jjan^joJL Ee.de ral^ law,. ^ ^ — : ;i J ,^v ... ^^^—^ ; — - ^ — 

He made it clear that he was acting out of vengeance when he told the 
Committee that he had engaged in the large-sca le theft of documents only after 
the dismissal of his gi rl friend, J | , and after Jack Anderson had given 

him a "pep" talk encouraging him to steal my documents. 

He testified that I had signed certain checks in his presence. But qne 
of the top handwriting experts in the country testified that more than thirty 
of these checks bore forged signatures. 

And yet, in the face of this record, the Committee's report was prepared 
to accept the word o f | | as sufficient proof t hat 1 ha d engaged i n the 

pract ice of del i berate double bi 111 rig ,; even though] f h ad conceded^ in hi s"^ 

testimony an ability to deceive and hirs i i ndi f ference to the commission of a 
c r i me . 



1 never instructed 



said t hat I in structed him to double bill on. five occasions. 
| or anyone el se to double bill. 



The only explanation that makes any sense to me is that ) | was 
aware of the fact : that he had double b 11 led, or had become aware of the fact 
that he had double-billed after he received the double reimbursement from 
government and private sources --and instead of bringing the matter to my 
attention, he concealed the fact from me in an effort to protect himself 
from criticism. ' ..... 



- more - 



One of the best arguments in support of my position is the 
inf requency of the double bill ings, compared with the total number of 
trips I took during the period in question. This simply cannot be 
I reconciled with the charge that it was a deliberate policy on my part, 



Before [_ 



1 



ame on in 1962, there had been two double 



billings under two different bookkeepers,. 
In 1963, 



'he 

hlC 



double bi 1 led twice. 



In Y96k, he double bi lied once. 

And in 1965 , he double billed twice, both times after his sel 
admitted defection to Pearson and Anderson. 



f- 



One of the double billings that preceded I involved a Philadelphia 

trip costing approximately $24. Certainly anyone who was del iberately trying 
to cheat on one or two trips a year would have chosen a trip costing sub- 
stantially more than this. 

Another important argument lies in the fact that during the same 
period, travel original ly charged to a Senate Subcommi t tee was , at my 

^^^^^^^ 



account , 



Thus 



would have you believe that at the same time I 
was taking special steps to be certain that the government was not 
billed for my personal travel , ( was del iberately defrauding the govern- 
ment by billing both it and a private organization for the same travel. 

There is a final argument. If I had been systematically defrauding 
the government of small sums of money, as the resolution imp! ies , it is 
inconceivable that I would have had my books audited annually by a C.P. A. 

The total dollar amount involved in the seven double billings is 
$1,767.1^. — .- ■ ^ " ■ ^ 

The total dollar amount involved in the twenty-one trips for which 
I have not been reimbursed is between $1,092 and $1,837.50, depending 
on the mode k>f travel. 

I think it proper that I be b i 1 led for some figure up to the 
maximum amount of $675 .14. 

It is my hope that the Senate wi 1 1 agree with me that the evidence 
is overwhelming that the seven double bi 11 ings were clearly the result 
of accident and not a del i berate pol icy. 



ad hoc 

NATIONAL COMMITTEE FOR JUSTICE FOR DODD 



May 26, I967 



G. P. O. BOX 1898 
NEW YORK, N. Y. 10001 
TELEPHONE: A/C 212- 679-6640 



MEMORANDUM 

TO: All Editors and Correspondents 

FROM: National Committee for Justice for Dodd 

RE: Double Billings by Senator Thomas J. Dodd 
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Prof. James D. Atkinson 
Boudinot P. Atterbury, Esq. 
Msgr. John Balkunas 
Paul Bethel 
Prof. Robert L. Bock 
Gen. Louis H. Brereton 
William F. Buckley, Jr. 
Leo Cherne 
Brutus Coste 
C. Suydam Cutting 
Prof. Lev E. Dobriansky 
John Dos Passos 
Prof. Edward R. Easton 
Christopher Emmet 
Lawrence Fertig 
- -~P ro f . Xoui s M.. Hack er_ _ , 
Henry Hazlitt 



In a 6^-page memorandum to his col leagues in -the Ik S 

Dr. Walter Darnell Jacobs 

Senate, Senator Thomas J. Dodd of Connecticut made the follow- Prof. j. m. van der Kroef 

Marx Lewis 

Rev. Daniel Lyons, S.J. " 

ing points regarding the charge of double-billings against him: EugeneLyons 

, Prof. Henry M. Morris 

(1) Between 1959 and 1965, there were only seven 
examples of double-billings. 



(?) There were two double-billings before 



[,t he ^f-o rme r-Dodd-emp-1oy ee who^haV accused t he S en at o F 
of ordering double-bi 1 1 ings, was appointed bookkeeper. The 
two staff members, who were previously responsible for travel 
arrangements have submitted letters stating they were never 
directed to engage in double-billing. 



Edgar Ansel Mo wrer 
Norbert Muhlen 
Prof. Gerhart Niemeyer 
Rev. Danial A. Poling 
Prof. David N. Rowe 
Henry Salvatori 

Geo rge_ S. J3chuyler_ . 

Sol Stein 

Adm. Felix B. Stump 

Prof. Frank N. Trager 

Msgr. Bela Varga 

Nathaniel Weyl 

W. H. Wheeler, Jr. 

C. Dick erman Williams, Esq. 

Dr. Karl A. Wittfogel 

(Committee still in formation) 



(3) On 21 occasions, between 1961 and 1966, Senator 
I Dodd incurred official travel expenses for which he was en- 
titled to reimbursement, but bookkeeper| pubmitted no claim 

for these trips. 1 This is in contrast to five examples of double-billing 
during the same period. 

(k) The total dollar amount involved in the seven double billings is $1,767.1^. 
The total dol Tar amount i nvol ved i n "the "2f^tf i ps " for wh i ch Senator Dodd waSs-not r - 
reimbursed is between $1,092 and $1 ,837.50, depend ing^Upop^mode of travel 




The Senator concluded: "It is my hope that the Senate will agYee^wjth me that 
the evidence is overwhelming that the seven double billings were clearly the result 
of accident and not deliberate policy." 

- 30 - 

(For further information, cont act: 

I I 

National Committee for Justice for Dodd 
1000 Vermont Avenue, N . W. 
Washington, D. C. 20005 
(202) 783 - 9^7 
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The Dodd Censure Resolution 

SPEECH' : : 

HON. RUSSELL' B. LONG : 

OP LOUISIANA 

iff THE SENATE C)F THE UNITED STATES 

Tuesday, May 23, 1967 
Mr, LONG of Louisiana. Mr. President, 
the good' judgment of the Senate In 
granting a continuance prior to hearing 
the censure case against one of our Mem- 
bers, the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
DoddJ, will, I believe, be' vindicated and 
applauded by the press of the entire Na- 
tion as this matter proceeds to judgment. 

I hold In my hand an editorial pub- 
lished in the Houston Post the day after 
the decision of the Senate was made. I 
ask unanimous consent to have printed 
in- the Record the editorial to which I 
refer, entitled "Right Action," published 
in the Houston Post of May 20, 1967. . 
~ There being no objection , the editorial 
was ordered to be printed in the Record, 
as follows: 

Right Action 

The United State* Senate did the right 
thing Friday In granting Sen. Thomas j. 
Dodd, D-Conn, three weeks additional time 
to prepare his defense against censure pro- 
ceedings. ,. ' ; 

The Senate originally was scheduled to 
take up the Dodd case Monday, but Sen. 
Russell liOng, .D-La, the assistant majority 
leader, who believes Dodd, has been wrong- 
fully.' accused and has volunteered to defend 
him, requested six weeks delay. The three 
weeks allowed was a compromise* 

Were : this a Judicial- proceeding, the con- 
tinuance almost certainly would be granted 
to assure the accused the best defense pos- 
sible, 

. - No less care should be taken in the matter 
of the political future of a United States 
senator. We think that if the. three weeks 
proves to be insufficient, the full time should 
be granted, - . . • , . 

: -" - 264-835—6276 r v " :■ . U.v.. ,;\ 



r' ' i." '• . . .. r . • ' ■ . ' r r . 

Mr, LONQ of Louisiana. Mr. President, 
to stress the importance of this delay, it 
well might be that the Senate would vote 
to censure a Member of this body" if it 
felt that the public expects, demands, 
and insists upon it, while its judgment 
r^ight be quite different if Senators felt 
that the public took a different view of 
the subject. In justice to the Senate and 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr, 
Dodd] it is well, in view of the fact that 
the case against him— including a great 
number :of things with which he is not 
charged "at all — has been spread 
throughout the width and breadth of this 
Nation in \ syndicated columns of- a" sin- 
gle columnist, that there be some time 
for reflection and consideration" of the 
case by other thoughtful columnists, I 
am speaking, of columnists who are not 
necessarily sensationalists at all, but who 
conscientiously try to analyze and 
thoughtfully consider the facts as they 
see them and digest them, and who speak 
from their own convictions. They are 
seeking more to explain than to create 
sensation and scandal, seeking to edu- 
cate and inform the public rather than 
to bring about some action by Congress 
which -might cause such .columnists to 
have some particular place in history. 
' I have here an article published fol- 
lowing the Senate's action on this mat- 
ter, written , by James J/Kilpatrick and 
published in the Washington Star, which 
discusses the subject and concludes that 
there should be no censure of Senator 
Dodd. I ask unanimous consent that the 
article to which I have referred, entitled 
"An Analysis of the Charges Against 
Dodd," written by James J. Kilpa trick 
and published in the Washington Star of 
May 21, 1967, be printed in the Record 
at this point. . '. . " 

There being no objection, the article 
was ordered to be printed in the Record, . 
as follows;- m •• w . ^ : . 
f . . •:' * : f/ii : ... & '>. .:• .: .. . 



[Prom the Washington (D.C.) Sunday Star. 

, . • May2 ''; 1 ^!-.-.. ' . 
Aw 'Analysis of 'the Charges Against* Dodd 

(By James J. Kilpatrlck) 
.In the ordinary proceeding before a Jury, 
a defendant beneflts from old rules of Juris- 
prudence f. He is presumed innocent until 
proved guilty, A verdict must be based solely 
upon evidence In the record. And the- Jury 
Is instructed that unless It is satisfied ofthe 
defendant's guilt?, beyond a reasonable dbUbt; 
it mus t rel use' to convict, ' 

When they, start trying Tom Dddd In- the 
Senate It will be no ordinary case. Here in 
Washington, -and before , the larger Jury of 
the. country -as a whole,- Senator Dodd is 
widely presumed to , be guilty— hot that he is' 
guilty, precisely as charged,, but Just guilty 
generally. This, conclusion has been reached 
not on the evidence aione| but also on gossip 
and surmise. ' ■ * - " ' 

Dodd has Jrrelevant factors working 
against'him too. The Senate traditionally la 
reluctant, to reject 1 the considered recom- 
mendations of one of its own committees. 
In this case, the resolution of censure' comes 
with unanimity from the new Select Com- 
mittee on Standards and Conducts, composed 
of six of 'the 'most' respected men in the body. 
By. ironic" circumstance, Dodd's principal de- 
fender win be Russell Long of Louisiana, who 
recently antagonized his colleagues J n debate 
on the campaign financing bill.' Finally,''. the 
spectre of the unrelated case of Adam 'Clay- 
ton Powell will be brooding over the chamber. 
The sins of Senator Dpdd may yet he Judged 
by the sentence imposed upon Powell. 
, The . record in the Dodd case^ compiled 
by the Stennis'. committee runs ( io, nearly 
1,200 pages. I have gone over the whole of 
that record;- ! covered some of r tne hearings 
in person; arid my own present ^ihdinatioh. 
t>ased upon the rule 'of reasonable doubt, 
would be to vote i for. acquittal. Tet the verdict 
seems to me a very close point, and I might 
be talked around the other way. Viewed in 
retrospect, some of Dodd's actions, if not 
censurable, , were surely incredible. 

The principal charge is that Dodd obtained 
funds "from the public" through political 
testimonials and used" these fuiids'ln part 
for" his personal benefit/- Dodd's defense is 
three-fold: First, that the testimonial coni 
tributions were not truly "from the public, 0 /. 
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hut came rather from Invited friends and 
known supporters; second, that in Connec- 
ticut, <»ntHlmtbrs 'to testimonial ( f unctions 
are Indifferent to the use that is made of 
their gifts; and third, .that whatever sums 
he may have diverted , from the testimonial 
bank accounts for his personal use were 
roughly balanced by personal funds that he 
devoted to political use. These defenses may 
riot be altogether persuasive, but they raise 
some reasonable doubts. ' 

A second charge is that on eight occa- 
sions oyer a five-year period, Dodd requested 
and accepted reimbursement for certain 
travel expenses totaling $2,100 from both 
the Senate and from private organizations, 
Dodd offers two defenses; First, that he 
himself was unaware of this double ' billing-^ 
that it" was the work of hiai faithless book- 
keeper, Michael O'Hare; second, that con- 
sidering the hundreds of -trips he *nade in 
this periods including 21 official trips lor 
which he never received the reimbursement 
he was entitled to,'. $he eight incidents 
scarcely establish a .pattern of deceit. A 
careful reading of 0'Hare.*s testimony tends 
to corroborate, the first.: point; . the second 
point is a Jury question.^ r I ' . 
, A third charge is that Dodd accepted a 
large contribution from A. N. Spanel, of In- 
ternational Latex; the Innuendo is that in 
return, Dodd was to recommend Spanel for 
an ambassadorship! The innuendo is ground* 
less;' Dodd mrde no such recommendation. 

A fourth charge is* that Dodd accepted the 
loan of three Oldsmoblles' from' David W P; 
Dunbar, a constituent; but the evidence falls 
to disclose that Dodd ever used his office 
improperly' in' Dunbar's behalf/ 

Ih my own view, after studying the record 
'anew, the 'strongest case against Dodd may 
be built on the Senator's' inexplicable trip to 
Germany ih ' April : bf 1964^ When the' hear^ 
ings befean/ the charge was that Dodd made 
the trip, at public expense, primarily as a 
favor to public relations man Julius Klein. 
Dodd's own explanation (that he went solely 
to investigate the case of a Communist 
murderer) strikes me as singularly uncon- 
vincing. Yet - the committee found Insuffici- 
ent 4 evidence of wrongdoing to warrant -a 
disciplinary recommendation. Dddd was "In- 
discreet, " no' more. • fr " : -' ' ' J - : - ' 

Put a little differently, that seems to 'ine 
) about the size of this overblown affair; Dodd 



was a blundering idiot in his bookkeeping; 
he was weak in his relationship with Klein; 
hs was stupid in his choice of office staff;' 
he was a victim of his own Olympian no- 
tions b£ how a senator should live and travel 
and pick up checks. In brief, the senator was 
frequently a fool. On that score, at least, 
the evidence is overwhelming. If it justifies 
censure, the Senate will want' to vote aye. 

Mr. LONG of Louisiana. In addition, 
Mr. President, I have here a very 
thoughtful column entitled "Senator 
Long's Case f or Podd's Defense," written 
by Holmes Alexander; one bf^our great 
^lumnlsts In this country, who appar- 
ently had given very little thought to 
this matter before he was encouraged to 
look at it, study it; and come to .a con- 
clusion about it, After doing so, he wrote 
: aii article which appeared in more than 
140 newspapers throughout the country 
on May 22, 1967— : again, after the' Sen- 
ate had voted to grant a continuance in 
this matter, i ask unanimous consent 
'that the article to which I have ref erred 
be printed in the Record at this point. 

There being no objection, the article 
was ordered to be printed* in the Record, 
as follows: 

Senator long's Case for Dodo's Deft. nss 
(By Holmes Alexander) / 

Washington", D.C— The Potomac River in 
Washington, like the Tiber in Rome and the 
Thames in London, is the tide- of history — 
symbolizing the now of national events that 
are far past and are far to come. I was looking 
at the Potomac as I sat the other morning 
in the sixth floor apartment of Senator Rus^ 
sell Long (D., La.) where we were discussing 
the case of another Democratic Senator, Tom 
Dodd of Connecticut. 

The historical reference seems appropriate 
here for a number of reasons. So rare Is 
Senate censorship of its own members that 
Americans for generations will read of. the 
:Dodd Case— will read and wonder if justice 
was done. 

So deep are the implications of vindictive 
Journalism, of perfidy by trusted employes, of 
political fear within the reelection-minded 
Senate, of lynch-mob psychology inside pub- 
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tic opinion, pf racial anti-bigotry and of 
something calied anti -anti- Communism that, 
I believe, future historians will wonder, too, — 
will wonder if Justice was done to Tom Dodd. 
' And there was historical reference in the 
person 'of Russell Long, whose own father 
was once under impeachment and later assas- 
sinated. These memories la Russell Long, a 
sentimental and loyal son/ had something to 
do with his taking up Dodd's defense. 
r But, as our conversation went along, other 
motivations were forthcoming. Persons had 
warned Long— several wives of fellow-Sen- 
ators, he remarked with a true Southern ers 
respect for feminine Intuition — that he 
would ruin his own career if he tried to save 
Dodd's! Most, editorial comment, as well as 
the public opinion polls, emitted the same 
signal— that any Senator who took the lead 
in Dodd's defense was asking for political re- 
taliation. Russell Long is an ambitious man, 
but he's also ardent, audacious and (some 
will say) reckless. He doesn't scare easily. 
: How many people, he wondered aloud, 
knew what Dodd stood accused of by the six- 
member Committee on Standards and Con- 
duct? Only two particulars were cited by this 
Committee in its recommendation that Dodd 
be censored for bringing' the Senate "Into 
dishonor and disrepute '•. A treacherous book- 
keeper had sworn that Dodd double-billed 
his sponsors for expense accounts in seven 
Instances over seven years. Dodd himself had 
admitted using testimonial-dinner funds to 
supplement his salary. But the bookkeeper's 
testimony was tainted, and there's no law 
that tells a politician how he must spend 
these dinner-funds. 

Dodd, it's true, had been accused of much 
else in a series of newspaper columns by 
Drew Pearson and Jack Anderson who had 
obtained copies of his private .papers from 
the faithless employes. 

The Committee had dismissed much of the 
Pearson : Anderson indictment, but why 
hadn't - it thrown out the whole package? 
Why had such upstanding Senators as 
Stennis (D„ Miss,), McCarthy (D., Minn.). 
JMonroney (D., Okla.) , 'Bennett (R ( . Utah) t 
Cooper (R., Ky,)> and Pearson (R., Kan.) 
brought in a resolution of censure on those 
very shaky particulars-^the travel expenses 
and the testimonial dinners? 

"If the Committee hadn't come up With 
something," said Long, "Dodd would have 



had an open 7 and-Bhut case^of , libel against 
Pearson.:';, " " ". ■ 

No man is more, feared in Washington than 
Drew Pearson,. and three of the six Ck^mmlt- 
tee members are up for reelection in" 1968. 

But, surely, the committee is wholly bom- 
posed or, honorable men? Shouldn't the Sen- 
ate accept their recommendation for censure 
of Dodd? r * ■■ 

"If I'm sitting on a Jury," said Long, "I 
don f t convict a man Just because the prose- 
cuting attorneys are nice guys." s ' ... 

Aside from fear of Drew Pearson, what else 
could ha ve . influ enced th e Comml t tee ? 

"'There was subtle pressure to prove, after 
the Powell pase^ in the House,' that a . white 
man was . not immune," said Long,. "And 
there's always .pressure to give full Constitu- 
tional protection to criminals and minorities, 
hut notTto anti- Communists'- If we' censure 
Dodd, he will he the second anti -Communist 
within memory io [ get^ that treatment.. He 
and Joe McCarthy— the .only twoln our 
tlme.'V . .'. *- 

History has many times been likened to a 
flowing river, and I kept looking out on the 
Potomac as we discussed this forever-to-be- 
remembered case of Thomas Dodd. 

Mr. LONG of Louisiana. Mr. Alex- 
ander's conclusion is . that Mr, Dodd 
should not be censured* 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator's time has expired. Does the Sena- 
.tor wish additional time? .. * . 

Mr. LONG of Louisiana. ^Ir. President, 
I ask unanimous consent that I may have 
3 additional minutes. 
' The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is ordered. ' 

Mr. LONG of Louisiana, At about the 
same time that the. Senate .was acting, 
but prior to the time the Senate had, oc- 
casion to consider the views of this writer 
on the subject/ a thoughtful article en- 
, titled ."Narrowing: of Dodd Case Issues 
.Causes Problems," written- by Richard 
Wilson;' was published in the Washing- 
f ton Star, of May 19, 1967. This article, I 
thought, very succinctly 'made a case for 
.Senator Dodd in tiie f olio wing .', par a - 
!graphs: k . ' i-. \'. s ]■ \" ( 
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. Senator^ Eugene McCarthy ,oi Minnesota 
correctly 'summed'up ttie select' committeejs 
findings and/ their main weakness. Since 
there' really were "'no rules to go by on what 
Is normal conduct ^ih the use of proceeds \ 
from testimonal dinners, "the" committee 
did attempt to pass fair Judgment on the 
basis of what it 'considered to he the gen- 
erally accepted standards which it antici- 
pated may be recommended and eventually 
accepted by the Senate." . 
... These standards do not In fact exist and 
the Senate will have to* decide -what they 
axe when it votes on the Dodd censure. The ! 
least that can he said is that Dodd's careless - 
ness in handling and accounting for these • 
large fund's has brought embarrassment on 
the Senate, ' " • " nlti? 

But the narrowing; of i the main issue in [ 
the Dodd case tp the kind of testimonial oc- 
casions that have^ benefitted other senators 
is also an embarrassment to those who wish 
to see Dodd rebuked, The issue will really 
be how severely to rebuke him for conduct 
which as yet has no denned standards/ . = 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con* 
sent that this article entitled "Narrowing 
of Dodd Case. Issues Causes Problems/' 
written by ' Richard Wilson, and pub- 
lished in the Washington Star of May 19, ' 
1967, be printed at this point in the 
Record. '• 

There being no objection, the article 
was ordered to be printed hi the Record, i 
as follows: . t , , . , , ...... . .:' , / 

[ Prom the Washington <p.C. } Evening Star, 
j... / .".i !- May 19, 1967] . 

Narrowing. op Dodd Case IsstrES- Causes':- 
- • . Problems •;.< •«. . : - ii- :'.. 

« - 11 ''(By Richard -Wilson y> '•" ' - 
r - When the Senate ■■"« takes up the Dodd 
censure case It will And that the issues have 
been so narrowed as to create serious prob- 
lems on a forthright and direct condemna- 
tion of his senatorial behavior. 

One count, that of double charges to the 
Senate and private sponsors for the expenses 
of out of town trips, will be difficult to sus- 
tain because Dodd has a plausible explana:- 
tion. It - is- his word against . that: of ■ a free- 
.wheeilng.booKfceeper that he did not willfully 
defraud the .Senate. * t . J 



j 



7 



The other charge, that of personally using 
large sums raised in his behalf in testimonial 
dinners, is the more important and requires 
a moral Judgment, which some senators will 
flind hard to make because" they may not be 
entirely without guilt. . • 

" These circumstances present the Dodd 
censure recommended by a select Senate 
committee In a somewhat different light. 
Senator John Stennls, chairman, upon advis- 
ing Dodd th advance of the committee's 
report, is reported to nave -said, "it is not all 
good, "Tom." -\ : 0 

This was - quite true, but- it now also de- 
velops that some of the report was good from 
Dodd's point of view— good In the sense that 
the chief accusations were narrowed to those 
grounds where Dodd may defend himself 
with verisimilitude. » •■ 

More than that> : the censure proceeding 
is taking on an Ideological cast 1 . Some more 
or less' prominent figures who considered 
Dodd to be a moderate man's Joe McCarthy 
have interested themselves in getting justice 
for him without prejudging the- censure 
issue. As chairman of the 'Senate ' Internal 
-Security' sub committee, Dodd had one virtue. 
He supervised the issuance -of reports and 
analyses of Communist subversion internally 
and internationally that did hot'- grate upon 
the sensibilities of even-minded and open- 
minded people. There was at least debatable 
substance to the Dodd inquiries and findings 
in this field that helped to ventilate- a very 

'sensitive subject in reasonable terms. 

Dodd also was an early and consistent 
supporter of President Johnson's policies In 
Vietnam at a time when Democratic voices 

"backing up the President were hard to hear. 

'He also was an early and consistent sup- 

' porter of gun- control legislation, which did 
not endear him to the hunting community 

"or the gun sellers: 

; In short, Dodd has been a useful senator, 
a kind of middle-of-the-road Democrat, well- 

' liked personally in the Senate, and in that 
respect quite different than Joe McCarthy 
whose manner often offended colleagues who 

; were disposed to agree with him. There was 
a political risk in voting to condemn Mc- 
Carthy but those who could surmount it 

^coiild vote against him, with a whole heart 

.and without regret,. . .. x ' m . 

The same will not be so much the case with 
Dodd, who is more the object of pity and 
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head -shaking—and secret sympathy because 
he was the victim of staff members who had 
gotten, themselves into a frightful personal 
messf were flred. and then carried their evi- 
dence of wrong-doing to a pair of head-hunt- 
ing newspaper columnists, ' 

Dodd is trying to make a case now that 
he was not "enriched" by the hundreds of 
thousands of dollars collected in his behalf 
through testimonial dinners. It is not enrich- 
ment to use part of the proceeds to pay 
your Income taxes 1 and improve your home. 
The Senate will wish to examine with care 
his proposition that' he ' is approximately 
$80,000 in the hole over an eight -year period 
in Congress even after using up all the hun- 
dreds of thousands 'collected in* -ttie- testi- 
monial dinners. 

Senator Eugene McCarthy of Minnesota 
correctly summed up the select committee's 

. findings and their main weakness. Since there 
really were no rules to go by on what is 
normal" conau6t in the use of proceeds from 
testimonial dinners, "the committee did at- 
tempt to pass fair judgment oh the basis of 
what it considered to < be the generally ac- 
cepted standards which it anticipated may 

; be ' recommen tied a nd ; e v entual ly -accep ted 
bythe Senate/* '•■ 

• Vhese standards' do 'not in fact exist and 

\ the Senate will have to 'decide what they are 
when'it votes on the Dodd censure. The least 
that can be said is that Dodd's 1 carelessness 
in handling and accounting for these- large 
funds has brought embarrassment on trie 
Senate. , - 

; But the narrowing of the main Issue in 
the > Dodd case to the kind of testimonial 
occasions that have benefitted other senators 
is also an embarrassment to those who wish 
' to see Dodd. rebuked. The issue will really 
be how severely to rebuke him for conduct 
which as yet has no defined standards, 

Mr. LONG of Louisiana. Mr, President, 
. I ask unanimous, consent to have printed 
v at this point iri the Record an. article en- 
titled "What's Behind the Dodd Report/' 
written by William F. Buckley, Jr., and 
" published ' iri the New * York World 
i/Journai Tribune of May 2, 1967 T and .an 
-article entitled' "On Behalf: of Dodd/' 
1 written by William F. Buckley/* Jr., and 
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published in the Washington DaJly -News 

of May 16, 1987. y ' - 
\ There being no objection" the articles 
were ordered to be printed irtthe Record, 
as follows: 

EFrom the World Journal Tribune, May 2, 
1967} 

1 What's Behind the Dodu Report 

(By William' E v Buckley Jr.). 
One wonders- why the. Senate. GubcommltT 
tee took eo long In coming to its conclusions 
pn the Dodd case. Bead the entire report, 
and you wilt find nothing there you did not 
know already/ nothing that was. not fully 
ana freely admitted by Senator podd : ;a-ll 
along the line. There is, to be sure, the po- 
tation.that Senator Dodd and his r larcenous 
bookkeeper disagreed on one particular* shd 

,yes there Is the paragraph, almost entirely 
unnoticed, to the effect that others of the 
charges leveled against Senator Dodd were 
found to be insubstantial. ; - 

. AH those dreary columns by Drew Pearson 

.about General Klein, and the j West German 

. Government and silverware and carpets, Per- 
sian rugs, and valentines and whatnot were 
apparently investigated and found to be, as 

;phony as the rantings of the village gossip, 
whence they had after all eman&tecL L 

The committee then proceeded to.hang 
Senator Dodd— and one should he very clear 
about this — primarily, because the literature 
Inviting citizens of . Connecticut to testi- 
monial dinners did not specify that the pro- 
ceeds of those dinners would he made avail- 
able to Senator Dodd tb r spend as he saw At. 
This is the gravamen of the committee's re- 
port.- ■ ■ - r ■' ■ ■*■ ' - - " 

The two other charges are frivolous: seven 
incidents of'double billing over a 'period of 
seven "years, ahd without a scintilla of evi- 
dence that the double- billing was ordered by 

.Dodd, indeed that he. so much^as knew of it. 
And the Improvident use bySenatorDodd of 
an old friend's extra automobile, as If that 
-were something with which to catch the 

'^conscience of the king. ■ . ■ - 

It is those political funds he used for his 
own account that did It, and the Senate he- 
fore voting censure, Is certainly entitled to a 
more reasoned account of the committee's 
moral reasoning. Are we to .understand that 
the crucial consideration was that the Dodd 



people failed to prInt-"on the tickets or on 
the programs something like the following? 

"The subscribers: to this function under- 
stand that the proceeds , are available -to 
Senator Thomas Dodd to use as he sees fit, 
whether to pay newspapers and television 
stations to carry his message to his constitu- 
ent^ or pay his golf club to carry dry martinis 
to his constituents, or to pay his contractor 
to ni the leak on the roof that keeps the rain 
from falling on the constituents' Washington 
representative's head,** - - 

The committee's dryasdust report makes no 
reference whatever to matters of taste or of 
pride. Senator Dodd's staff, had no difficulty 
at all In coming up with hundreds of affi- 
davits from people who attended his dinners, 
testifying that they had no objection what- 
ever to any use Senator Dodd made ofitbje 
dinners - proceeds. It is In the nature of most 
testimonial dinners that you do not rub Into 
the nose of the beneficiary the mendicancy 
of his presence there. - ■ ■ . ■ 

If there are laws that prescribe full dis- 
closure at such ambiguous benefits as Sena- 
tor Dodd attended, let them be cited. If there 
are no such laws, let them be written. But 
why in Ithe. meantime ha^g Dodd? 

Why? Because of Adam Clayton Powell Jr., 
if you want a political answer. In order to 
make an effort of .sorts.to prove that Justice 
impartial; summary, and Integrated. The 
.clamor was incessant: Powell and , Dodd, 
Powell and Dodd, Powell and Dodd— they 
became, as Inseparably linked In the public 
mind as Abbot and Costello, And to the diffi- 
culty Senator Dodd's whplly -ineffective, de.- 
Jense strategy. It was no. doubt dictated by 
the tradition of a, lawyer's respect for the 
court. . It was wholly and disastrously inept. 
: t x- w There remains the debajte In the Senate, 
at which Senator Dodd will have a : final op- 
portunity to raise points in his own defense. 
Whatever happens there, there, remains also 
.the question of what to ^do : about the four 
sneakthleves who decided, after being caught 
by the senator playing musical beds, that 
■ their love of country required them to bed 
down. with. Drew Pearson, Already they, are 
being apotheosized, e.g. r by the , New /S;ork 
:Tlmes, which In the fatuity of the year, re- 
marks that the sneak thieves "deserve appro- 
bation" because after ali^they "acted In no 
hope of private gain" (neither did Lee Harvey 
. Oswald}*, " x ' ' . L 
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r There is- -going, to be-* -lot r oi^bitterneas 
In the air over -thie r: one, jfthd I L for. one 
announce the beginningj.of a very long period 
of bitterness against the gang .or flagitious 
moralizers who conspired against a brave and, 
eimple man of distinguished public record, 
and against the tribunal which found him 
guilty by bill; of attainder, 

'. {From the Washington Dally News,, : . 
':. -May 16, 1987] 
' - " On Behat^of Dob£ 
*<By William Buckley Jr. : ) : 
j; The Senate will debate, beginning May 22, 
the. recommendation of Its ethics committee 
that Sen. Thomas ^odd be censured. 

It,, is a pity that the leadership of the 
Senate is in so great a hurry. The ethics cqnv 
mittee took approximately . 14. months to hear 
the case h and . write its ( recommendations. 
Those who are unconvinced by those rec- 
ommendations should have a little time to 
do some research, 

: These are those who ask, Why delay? 
Wasn't the work of the ethics committee for 
all intents and purposes conclusive?. That as- 
sumption ts jnaturai: ■ why ^wouloV a respon- 
sible group of senators desire to. hang their 
colleague unjustly? , . .. t / . ,. Kx 

Ypt even a perfunctory^ examination of the 
report/ when compared with " the hearings, 
suggests prejudice. Prejudice by the stafX. 
A committee relies heavily, sometimes even 
altogether, oh its staff. The staff framed the 
report, the senators saw it and approved It. 
Did they mean to approve, for instance, the 
following summaries? ' . : ' ' " ' 

Concerning the testimonial dinner for 
Senator Dodd at which Vice President John- 
son was the guest of honor,. jahd <the alleged 
Impropriety of Senator; Dodd's use of some 
of the funds raised at the. event: "President 
Johnson," said the report, "recently stated 
publicly that he never knew that any dinner 
he attended was to raise funds for anyone's 
personal use (p 893 Hearings) " . - J - 

Now, on reading that sentence, aren't you 
left with the impression that Mr. Johnson 
,1s conveying the Impression that he was de- 
ceived by Senator Dodd? — that he had gone 
to Connecticut thinking the affair was to be 
one thing, 7 whereas it had turned out to be 
'something else— Something 'else .quite objec- 
tionable? .-- ■' f s . . . -• 



. But it £urns..out that on page. 393 Of . the. 
Hearings Is an excerpt from a Presidential 
Pre^, Conference (April 22,1966) at which 
the President Is asked his views on the use, 
of money raised at the dozens of, testimonial 
dinners he has attended. The President says 
that he has been at no testimonial dinner 
specifically described as : intended to raise 
money for personal use (obviously), "I al- 
ways understood," Johnson went on, "that 
they were having an appreciation dinner or 
testimonial dinner, hut I didn't know that 
It was for personal, or political, or local cam- 
paign, or. national," 

In other words, the President, although he 
did not know that the proceeds were to he 
made available for personal use, ■'said tnat 
for that matter he J did not knoW for what 
purpose they were intended. At no time did 
he express shock at the proposal that such 
proceeds might be put to personal , use, or 
imply that he had been deceived by Dodd. 

What about the people who actually put 
up the money," who bought the one-hundred 
dollar tickets? The staff lists the four affairs, 
describing the number of affidavits collected, 
and the number of people present. Here Is 
a .typical example: "POrm affidavits of about 
300 persons" who attended the 1965 dinner 
Indicated that they contributed money for 
Senator Dodd's, personal use. Approximately 
1,000 ^persons attended the dinner, acchrd- 
ing to newspaper reports; 1 
' What is the' Impression^ conveyed? That 
only 30 per cent of the people who^attended 
that dinner were prepared to sign affidavits 

i favorable to Senator Dodd. ► 
1) No mention at all that not one person 
who bought a. ticket subsequently protested', 
either to Dodd or to the Commlfciee^not 
one. 2) No mention, er^n, of "the obVioua 
fact that if one thqu^nd people attend a 
dinner,, only a fraction them, irare ac- 
tually paid for tickets.. Many Odiue in.aa 
guests— an Individual win t typlcally/buy an 
entire table, and invito ins friends, associ- 
ates, etc. 3) Nor any mention that a single 
affidavit signer may'have attended more than 
one testimonial. 4) Nor that many of the 
dinners were not traceable to any address; so 
that they could even be asked to sigh an affi- 

; davit. The gentleman In charge of the Dodd 
testimonials claims that as It stands 74 per 

' cent of the available ticket buyers have en- 
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dorsed Dodd's position versus zero *demur- 
ral? . . .... . *! 

There are a dozen other examples. It would 
be especially honorable if members of the 
ethics committee were themselves to com- 
pare the Report with the Hearings. ' 

Mr. LONG of Louisiana, Mr. President, 
I ask unanimous consent to have printed 
at this point in the Record an editorial 
entitled "Dodd's Case: Unanswered 
Questions," published in the-Shreveport 
Times on May 19, 1967^ This Is a very 
thoughtful editorial, and it succinctly 
takes ,the, position of. the Senator from 
Connecticut. 

There bein^ nonobjection, the editorial 
was ordered to be printed in the -Record, 
as follows: <• ■- ; 

[From the Shreveport Times, May 19, 1967] 
Dorm's Case; Unanswered Questions 

Times columnist Holmes Alexander hae 
suggested on this page that. Senator Thomas 
J. Dodd's case be given to the people to de- 
cide. That suggests that the Issues are 
broader than the Senate floor where a special 
ethics committee's recommendation that he 
be censured will be debated next. week. 
" There Is no way to give the case to the 
people except through a full airing" of the 
Issues. A special s National . Committee for 
Justice lor Dodd Is trying to achieve that end. 
Made up of well-known conservatives, the 
group takes no stand on the Senator's guilt 
or innocence so far as charges that he 
diverted campaign gifts to private use are 
concerned, , . '" 

But the group suggests the following: that 
one-side reporting dominated press com- 
mentary, that the ethics committee has cited 
no breach of the laws and that, since no 
code of ethics governs what the Senator is 
supposed to be guilty of , some such standard 
ought to be proclaimed before he is judged 
guilty of depart i ng from 1 t. 

Leaving aside the question of press fair- 
ness, the latter two objections have sub* 
stance. So does the committee's notation 
that the question of whether Mr. Dodd's 
handling of the money varies from normal 
congressional practice isn't even brought 
up— and that no survey is In sight tr>at would 
determine Just what is the norm in \he han- 
dling of money gifts. 
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The issue* is summed up succinctly by the 
committee in this phraser . on the mat- 
ter of "testimonial contributions, the laws 
are hazy, congressional rulings are virtually 
non-existent and the prevailing ethic is 
ambiguous/' 

■ Senator Dodd, then, runs the risk of being 
censured for behavior that falls under the 
formal reproach of neither law. custom or 
ethic. This is what agitates the committee 
organized in his interest. The committee— 
perhaps a little ironically — is -asking the 
American Civil Liberties Union to examine 
the report of the ethics committee in. the 
light of the absence of formal standards'fqr 
condemnation. An eminent jurist will; prob-^ 
ably also be asked to give his opinion of the 
force' of tbe testimony brought against 'Mr. 
Dodd/. '\ 1 ■' :v " "" '; : ' - :T -- ■" 

The public, by these means, ought to get 
the^ clearer picture of the Dodd proceedings 
that his defense committee thinks is a mint- 
mum guarantee of fairness. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER" The time 
of the Senator has expired: . , 

Mr. LONG of ^liouxsian a . Mr . Presi - 
dent, I ask unanimous consent that . I 
may be permitted to continue- for " £ ari 
additional 2 minutes- 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. ,* 

Mr. LONG of Louisiana. Mr. President, 
in connection with the "articles I have 
placed in the Record, I have two addi- 
tional articles that certainly deserve, to 
be printed in , connection with what I 
have said about this matter. They are 
written by Mr- John Chamberlain. These 
articles appeared on the editorial page 
of Chicago's American, one on May 9, 
.1967, and the other on May.23, 1967. a|nd 
in more than 150 other newspapers 
throughout the country. 

These articles by Mr. Chamberlain 
also conclude that, based on the evidence 
available, there is no basis for applying 
censure to Tom Dodd, ' " 

I ask- unanimous consent that "these 
articles be printed in connection with 
my statement in the Record. 4 - •. : 
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There be.ing no objection, the articles 
were ordered to be printed in tne Keco*d, 
as follows: . - - .. „ ........ 

[From Chicago American, Mar. 23, 1987 J , 
Dbnn Fuitokaiser Speaks . 
(By John Chamberlain) 

New Haven-, Conn.— Tne rhost -mystified 
man in the whole brouhaha over Sen. Tom 
Dodd's expensed is Arthur T. Barbierl, the 
Democratic' town chairman of New Haven, 
who got up the big dinner In 19<65 which 
raised some $80;00b for the senator. • " ; * : 

Bar bier I , J a large, affable, arid' capable pol- 
itical' pro, has had a lot' to do with' "dinners, 
and it has always^ he en his understanding 
(which goes for the political trade as a 
whole} that, any time an affair is billed- as 
a ''testimonial" to a man, it means he -is 
being honored with a gift. And, since a gilt 
'is/ by definition/ something one receives with 
out performing a service for it, It does hot 
figure as taxable income. : '° 
: So, J i^ the affair that ^arbieri staged' for 
Tom Dodd in the Hotel Statler in Hartford, 
Conn., was indeed a . "testimonial," and not 
something arranged to build up a war chest 
for specific political, purposes, 4 the way that 
Dodd spent the' money is t immaterial.' 

[ ~ MOTIVATION IS THE KEY 

Vne^case, then, hinges on the motivation 
behind the dinner. The proof that it was a 
"testimonial" is contained in the original 
invitation letter-sent out by Barbieri, where 
the word ls : adject! vely" used to describe <tloLe 
forthcoming affair. True enough, the letter 
referred to the, .1864: campaign : deficit in- 
curred by Dodd out of his own pocket. Bar- 
bieri wrote:,.- 'He spared- himself no personal 
.efforts i „ , and. undertook every financial ex- 
pense necessary... . 

But as a "testimonial, 0 that was sure to 
raise a sum far In excess of what Dodd might 
need to erase the 1964 personal deficit,' the 
balance cduid have been to^baH- the 'senator 
out of trouble caused by his other office-con- 
nected expenses. The , estimate is that most 
senators need $15,000 a year more than 
salary and allowances jto reimburse them- 
selves, . ' ! *■ ^ * 

Rep. 1 John V. Tunney of California, who 
spoke to the diners in' the! absence" bf his 
father, Gene, clearly understood the testimo- 
nial nature of the gathering. He said It "is a 
distinct pleasure for me to have the op- 
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por^utiity to be' here^to^ghyat a testimonial 
dinner hbiioring Sen . Dodd ' u 

VOua HnNDRED CALL rr OUT 

' Bo f Barbierf isri^t stretching things when he 
contends that he has not asked anybody to 
perjure himself in the affidavits he has col- 
lected from the '400 and more people who 
have* said they intended their Dodd dona- 
tions * 4 as a personal gift" for use "in' any 
way" the senator saw fit. As this column is 
being written, Barbieri has .affidavits to prove 
"far 'more' than $40. r 000" of the testimonial 
money was clearly understood by 'the 'donors 
to. be In the gift category. .<'...■■■■» - 

' " ? Ari thmetically , j $40;oo0 is 'twice' r w£at r w i t- 
ri esses it the senatorial investigation hear- 
ings contend that "Dodd spent on personal 
expenses; k including country club ' charges, 
liquor bills, presents; and travel. . . 

It would have been'better public relations 
procedure if Dodd had kept his testimonial 
funds' and' his personal funds compart- 
mentalized, it is hard to see how the com- 
mittee can condemn Dodd if the money he 
spent ori personal items" was clearly gift 
money. ; ^*hat undoubtedly is needed Is a 
whole new set of rules governing campaign 
expenditures, but tney can't be framed to 
;catch;Tozn Dodd— and 100 other .congress 
men^-bn .an ex post facto .basis. - . 

{ From Chic ago American , May A, 1 967 \ - • • : 
No 'RtJLES in Senate To Covers Dodo Case 
' (By John Chamberlain) ' 

, The, U.S. Senate nas never formula ted. any 
"rules governing. the use of testimonial money 
by individual Senators. It has never pre- 
scribed .any. wording for invitations to testi- 
monial dinners. It has not even go£&h 
. around to telling senators how, they should 
keep their books. Yet a committee of the 
Senate has proceeded to clobber Senator Tom 
Dodd by censuring him for. violation of rules 
.which have never been made arid most likely 
never will be. A. thousand ghosts might] rise 
up . to "protest what is," in practical effect, a 
reversion to the^itlme of the Plantageriet 
monarchs of England, when it was considered 
quite all right to slap a dissident duke, into 
the Tower of London by use of. the royal 
power of attainder. This practice, which 
, stank to high heaven in medieval times, was 
expressly prohibited in 1789 by the U.S. Con- 
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sfcitution, which made bills of attainder and 
conviction under ex post facto laws Illegal. \ ' 

WOUtfHV'T HOLDUP IK CQUHT 

The TJ>S + Senate la not, of course, a court 
of law- Since it has all the power of the 
Plantagenet Icings in dealing with, its own 
members, it could, theoretically, censure one 
of its members for appearing on the floor of 
the Senate In a sweatshirt. But it is the 
spirit of the thing that counts: no committee 
of the Senate sho:uid reach a verdict that 
would he considered unconstitutional . if apr 
plied in any legal case involving an ordinary 
US, citizen. . j .. . 

This column holds no^brief for the practice 
of raising money, by testimonial affairs. There 
should he better ways of , financing political 
careers. But when Senator Russell Long of 
Louisiana says that 60 out of a hundred U.S. 
Senators have t perforce, felt compelled to 
raise money by methods that are in the same 
grey area as the "Dodd dinners," he is merely 
reiterating what every hep;character on Capil 
tol H1H knows. If the Senate votes to sustain 
the censure recommendation, against Dodd, 
it will be the act of a bunch of whlted 
sepulchers* 

- . TJfKCOMFORTADLE QUESTIONS . . , ; 

The information which this column gets 
is that Senator Long is fighting mad about 
the committee recommendation in the Dodd 
matter. Long could, of course, have his' own 
axe to grind, for he has been seeking Senate 
votes for his proposed income tax check-off 
of funds to finance political campaigns. But 
Justice can be served inadvertently even by 
self-serving actions* The point is that Long 
knows that every senator has to scrounge up 
extra money. Some do it by taking ~ lecture 
fees from groups that hope to influence votes. 
Long is a.tough baby who doesn't care what 
the political commentators say about him. 
Thirty-odd years ago he watched his father, 
Huey Long, practically die in his arms after 
an attack by an assassin. He is fearless, and 
when he. asks the Senate not to apply an ex 
post facto ethical code to Dodd that it is 
unwitting to app]y to all its members on the 
basts of past behavior * it can be assumed 
that he means to ask some mighty uncom- 
fortable questions. 

26^836—8276 , \ _ ' "... \ ■ 



REFSEHEttSIBLB PRACTICE 

The committee' report on Dqdd.is>"mosD 
curious document. At its tall-end it says the 
four former senatorial employees of Dodd bad 
indulged in a reprehensible practice in lifting 
documents from his office. But when it comes 
to recommending censure of Dodd, the report 
takes the word of the disaffected ex-em- 
ployees as against podd's own word, r One of 
the four said that Dodd knew of the instances 
of double-billing for plane faresj The cpm r 
mittee gravely lists seven instances, of double- 
billing as part of its case In recommending 
censure. Dodd himself has denied tfiatiie bad 
any knowledge of the double -billing, and has 
.charged At to sloppy bookkeeping by a dis- 
gruntled underling who neglected to put. in 
legitimate bills for trips back home, to Con- 
necticut for which his office never, collected 
a penny. Well, what would an ordinary Jury in 
ordinary life make of all this? Would it acr- 
cept the testimony of a man deemed gulity 
of "reprehensible" .practice in. purloining 
papers as against the man who had been 
victimized by the theft?, . s . -■ 

REIMBURSED HIMSELF 

The Senate committee listed more than 
$400,000. that was collected by Dodd from 
those contested dinners, and went on to say 
that he had spent some £116,000 of it on his 
own personal affairs. Dodd's rejoinder is that 
in eight years in the Senate his office expenses 
have run to $20,000 a year over and above 
his salary, his allowances, and the : money 
that, went for campaign .expenditures. True, 
he "commingled*' his funds in_various_ check- 
ing accounts, Which -is sloppy practice, but 
when he cays he merely reimbursed hiiriself 
for legitimate political expenses- Who is to 
call htm a liar? The four'people who lifted 
the documents from bis office? 

Take it away, senators, If you convict Tom 
Dodd you will be joining those Plantagenet 
kings. And you will be lending aid and com- 
fort to those who want to see Dodd destroyed 
because he nas been one of our more dedi- 
cated antl -Communists throughout the pe- 
riod of a Cold War that was certainly real 
when be was fighting it. . 
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SENATOR DODD ASKS FOR "JUSTICE," NOT MERCY 
FROM HIS COLLEAGUES 



O 

Washington, Do C. — Senator Thomas J 0 Dodd of Connecticut 

today formal ly [ rep \ ied to the charges _o_f^the^Sena±.e^thLcs ^ 

Committee, ending with the statement: "I do not ask for 
mercy, I ask for justice* 11 

In a 17-page, 8500 word analysis of the counts against him 

and the recommendation for censure, Senator Dodd made the 

following major points: 

(1) The Pearson-Anderson attack began with a story of a 
"genuine Persian rug" given by General Julius Klein to the > 
Senator for favors rendered. The rug turned out to be 9 x 12 
inches Mn size and worth about $2. The Ethics Committee, the 
Senator said, "found after a thorough investigation of and 
hearings on the Klein matter, that there was no basis for 
recommending any action by the Senate," 
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(2) [ 
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all 



former employees of Senator Dodd, illegally entered his office, removed some 

^,000 documents, copied them and turned them over, not to Jt^ejust i^e_^p^tment 

or^lierEnfff^ "their intent," said the 

Senator, "was to hurt and destroy me. There is nothing about which they could 
have been less concerned than ethics in government," 

(3) Of the alleged double billings, the Senator said: "I did not order 
or request double billings in these cases; I have never in my life ordered 
or requested double billings of any .kind. As nearly as I can tell, these 
seven double billings over a five year period were the result of inadvertent 
errors made by my bookkeeper i point out again that the very same 

carelessness that caused me to^be overpaid in seven instances caused me to 
be underpaid in 21 instances. AndthS very same personal detachment from 
these matters that caused me to*be unaware of the overpayments, ^ls<^££used^ 
me to be unaware of the underpayments." 
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(k) Of the testimonial dinners, Senator Dodd said: "I. have read and 
re-read the Committee's charges, and I cannot construe it otherwise than 
meaning that the political testimonials organized in my behalf constituted 
a violation of the law or a violation of existing rules, 

"If it was a violation of the law, the Committee's report fails to 
specify precisely which law has been violated, 

n And if it was a violation of any existing Senate rule, the Committee 
has equally failed to specify what rule was violated. 

"The fact is, of course, that there is no such law and there is no such 

rule, aind that 1 have been j udged~comp 1 ete 1 y on the basis of nonexistent"— 

standards. 11 



(5) Of the suggestion that he has "enriched" himself through testimonials,- 
Senator Dodd said: "Against the intake of approximately $170,000, fc'herefare, 
spent $120,000 for repayment of the political loans and $101 ,000 fo^eosts-^of If?- 
office. This means, in effect, that I have had to dig into my own income to the^J? 
extent of some $50*000 over and above what I had received from test hnph'iafP tcg<^ 
cover political expenses. Obviously, I have not enriched myself from^my j^sityfon^ 



as a Senator.' 



o -a; 

(6) Of the issues at stake, Senator Dodd Said: "A question afMssuegs 
whether men of moderate means are to be able to compete for office, or whetner 
public office is to become the exclusive domain of the wealthy. qq 

"A question at issue is whether we are here to enshrine a precedent wfWfch 
makes ex post facto justice permissible when Senators come before Senate C 
to defend themselves against charges that have been made against them. 
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"A question at issue is whether a Senator so defending himself is entitled 
to the same protection of due process as a citizen who comes before a court of 
law. 



"A question at issue is whether freedom of the press involves the rigfeFt 
of muck-raking columnists to conspire to steal the files of any public official % 
or private citizen they disl ike." 



-30- 



-n ~ 
o 

03 . 



(For further information, contact: 



1000 Vermont Avenue, N. W. 
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Statement of Senator Thomas J. Dodd 
June ]k, 1967 

REPLY TO ETHICS COMMITTEE REPORT 

I come before you to present my response to the recommendation of the 
Senate Ethics Committee that I be censured on two counts — that i diverted 
political funds to personal use, and that I was guilty of deliberately billing 
the Government for travel for which I was paid from other sources. 

It Is you, the members of the Senate, who will.be my final judges, 
and it is to you that I address my appeal. 

It has been suggested that the Senate would automatically be 
diBp6Sie:d '1^6' :a3^pr bve U :unani^ou s- report coming, from the Ethics 
Committee because I am one Senator and they are six, and because' 
a vote against a recommendation by the Ethics Committee might be 
construed as a vote against ethics, 

I cannot believe that this Is so, 

I am convinced, on the contrary, that the members of the Senate 
will have the fairness to listen to what the Ethics Committee has 
to say, to 1Jr -*-en to what I have to say, and then to make their 
judgment . 

I am convinced that the Senate would not want to serve as a 
rubber stamp for any committee 0 

In appealing to the Senate, I want to appeal above all' to the 
six members of the Ethics Committee. I do so in the hope that, 
despite the recommendation which they have presented to the Senate, 
they will listen to what I have to say with open minds. 

A man ! s reputation is his most precious possession. And for a 
Senator who values his reputation there could be no prospect more 
ruinous than the condemnation or censure of his peers. It is 

:?i€3&t^ no _ 

appeal. ^ tM 

j> 

It is my hope, therefore, that in weighing, my case the members 
of the Senate will attempt to assess the fundamentals as well as 
the details; that I will enjoy the presumption of innocence to which 
every accused man Is entitled; that, where conflicting testimony 
results in doubt, I will be accorded the benefit of the doubt; 
that the issues will be decided only on their merits, and that 
political considerations will not be permitted to Intrude on this 
decision. 

In appealing against the recommendation of the Ethics Committee, 
I do not challenge either their integrity or their fairness. In 
the course of my Seriate duties, I have learned to know them all 
and to respect them all. 

But even the wisest and fairest of judges and examiners are 
fallible; and it is the recognition of this basic fact that makes 
the right of full evidentiary review an essential and frequently 
employed component of our system of jurisprudence. 

~_ past weeks, a ♦perspective^^ hat ' 

initially eluded me . Call it a sense of propcruiorf: — ° a i ^j pTT5 Awjiiiypj 
a of being able to see things, at last, In theii \righfe-place and 
order. : — 1 '". 



I trust I may be forgiven for having "focused" poorly at 
times when suddenly I found myself having to defend my honesty and 
my honor. For whatever faults I may have, these marks of my manhood 
had never before in my life been questioned. 



(more) 
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I know that my personal tribulations and my emotional re- 
sponse to these tribulations bear no relevance to the charges against 
me. But I would, nevertheless, like to say something on this sub- 
ject because I feel it will enable you to better understand the 
difficulties I have experienced in coping with this situation. 

I am sure the situation I confronted has its counterpart 
in the personal experience, at one time or another, in one degree 
or another, of every one of you, of every man and woman in the land. 

Is there anyone alive who has not felt in some~-perhaps 
fleeting- -moment of anguish, that goodness has suddenly fled the 
world? That all of the canons of justice have been repealed? That 
the minimum requirements of human decency have been suspended? A 
moment, I mean, when, without deserving^ ^ 

attack: when you know the att'aFlT'i^ v others deny or- 

doubt what you know. 

For 18 months now I have endured an ordeal without precedent 
in the history of the United States Senate. 

All manner of slanders and lies and distortions and calumnies 
have been heaped on my head by two widely syndicated columnists- -men 
who are by common consent the most reckless twisters of facts and 
the most unscrupulous character assassins ever spawned by the 
American press. 

The initial charges had to do primarily with my relationship 
with Julius Klein, a Chicago public relations man who. had been my 
friend, for some years. In response to the charge that I abused my 
office as a United States Senator in an improper manner on behalf 
of General Klein, I asked the Senate Ethics Committee in a letter 
dated February 27, 1966, to investigate these specific allegations. 

Since the Klein affair is not an issue h?re, I intend to 
comment only briefly on it. 

It all began with a column by Jfick Anderson charging ^th 
had-rece^ 

return for certain favors I had done for him. Anderson said that 
he had documentary proof to support this. 

Here is the so-called persian rug of which Jack Anderson 
spoke. It is as, you can see a cotton miniature approximately 9 x 12 
inches in size and its value is about $2. 

And here is Jack Anderson 1 s documentary proof -~ the 
Christmas card from General Klein which came with the rug. At the 
bottom of the card is a P. S. which reads "Your favorite flower vase 
may like to sit on this genuine * f Persian rug. ,f The word Persian 
rug are in quotation marks. 

That's all there was to the rug and that's all there was to 
the story. 

But by repeating the story many times in the 500 odd news- 
papers which carry their column, Pearson and Anderson were able to 
gain national attention for their charges. I denied them to tho 
?press. I denied them on television. But as everyone who has lived 
^through this kind of experience knows, it takes time for- the -truth j 
, xjto ovei^fc ■ - ■ ^- - ^^ ' " 

The Committee, however found, after a thorough investigation 
of and hearings on the Klein matter, that there was no basis for 
recommending any action by the Senate. 

The malicious lies that Pearson and Anderson told about me 
in over 100 columns, and the even more malicious lies they told 
about my wife and children, would have been ordeal enough, I 
believe, for the strongest soul. 



It? 
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The ordeal w4|| compounded, because It was^Lear from the beginning 
-Mgers on campaign against me WwLf 



thkt the Pears on ~Il|ers on campaign against me ^JLginated in the 
pathological desire for vengeance of several ex-employees whom I 
had once regarded as friends and in whom I had reposed complete con- 
fidence. 

To tell the story properly, I have to go back to early 1962, 



I who had been my aide since 1958, was discovered in 

grave personal misconduct. The offense was so serious that he 
offered his resignation. I decided to give him a second chance, in 
part because of h1a vnuth, in part because of | 

In his testimony,! |said that there was a period or time wnen ne 

regarded me as a father. I have some reason for '^beliteiri ngpnow .that 
this statement was a gross exaggeration and that | j attltude 
toward me at the best of times bordered on unfaithfulness. For my 
own part, ho\*ever, I did have kindly interest in him and, having 
this attitude, I think it was only human to try to avoid taking 
an ^actIon~'whi"ch^wouiLd-~des*t-roy- -h-i-s career- and bring misery to his 
family. ' ' ■ 



When I told him that he would be given one more chance, 



promised me, fervently and faithfully, that there would be no more 
such episodes . 

In accepting his promise, I now realize, I was guilty of a 
profound misreading of character. But I believed then and I still 
believe today that it is always better to err on the side of forgive- 
ness than on the side of condemnation. 

A complete report on this earlier Incident was turned over to 
the Ethics Committee at an early stage in .Its investigation. 



I now know that I H abused his promise to me from the moment 
he made It. Bu t it w as just before the 1964 campaign closed that I 
discovered that I Ihad returned to his old ways. 



On December 7. 1Q64. I dismissed 



and-my personal secretary > 



tolerated. 



]f or conduct which no Senator could have 



hiever^offjreiral^y. m^enjfcj^r^ De cembe r of 

1964, although he was kept on t-.h g n^vroi i for a period of ' 
therea fter. But one m onth after ! I salary had been terminated, 

he and | [ entered my office illegally over a weekend. 

All toia, accoramg^o their own testimony, they made seven illegal 
entries. They took thousands of documents from my files, including 
correspondence with my constituents and with my wife and classified 
documents. They copied th em, in co-operation with Jack Anderson ! s 



secretary, 



and they turned them over to Anderson. 



Subsequently, 

over whom tnftv 



and | |were Joined by my bookkeeper 

"frg^ i always exce rcised a kind of mesmeric 

_ girl friend J | Ov er a period 

of many months while tney remained on my payroll j | and 
continued to remove documents and to copy them. I — , 



influence, and byf 



Both of these people lived a lie every day after they joined 
the conspiracy. By day, they would smile and fawn and pretend to 
be faithful employees. By night they would copy documents which 
had been taken during the day for Pearson and Anderson. 



he 

hlC 



In its Report, the Ethics Committee condemned the action of these 
four ex-employees - as- "reprehensible, " and a -threat to the ^orderly con- 
duct of business of a public office and it referred the matter to the 
Attorney General for his action. I am in complete agreement with the 
Committee *s recommendation, although I am mystified over the credi- 
bility which the Committee apparently attached to the word of these 
"reprehensible 11 witnesses. 

The evidence is overwhelming that the motivation of these ex- 
employees had absolutely nothing to do with ethics in government, but 
that it was based, rather, on a pathological hunger for revenge. 

(more) 
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If they really had believed that I was guilty of wrongdoing 
they should have reported the facts to the Justice Department or 
the FBI or the Ethics Committee. Instead , they stole documents 
from my office files and took them to the two columnists whom they 
knew to be most hostile to me, and the most unscrupulous in their 
methods. 

Their intent was to hurt and destroy me. 

There is nothing about which they could have been less 
concerned than ethics in government • 

The y h ave succeeded in- hurting me, I am frank to confess, in 
more ways than one. 

The Pearson- Anderson attacks, to the extent that these two 
character assassins are beliejyj£<L^ 

som# f^a®ag'p stjjjj m^h^^Ht:Q^±ou:m^ ®&i ***** *<H.?r: ■•-i - u - 

These attacks, in turn, led to the Ethics Committee investi- 
gation and indirectly to the resolution, of censure which we are 
debating today. 

But perhaps the cruelest hurt which they inflicted on me 
was the simple knowledge of their vengeful personal treachery. 



and 



he 



____ in particular, had frequently been guests 

in my house and Mrs. Dodd and I had. treated them almost as members J)7c 
of the family. It hurt to think that these young people should now 
be engaged in a conspiracy to destroy me. 

The immediate reaction was to wonder whether I could ever 
again place complete trust in any employee. And I am told that 
other Senators had similar thoughts as a result of my experience. 

But, on reflection, I have become, I hope, a bit more 
philosophical about this matter. It is impossible to live a life 
without trust, or, for that matter to conduct the business 5 of 
government unless a relationship based on trust exists between a 
Senator and his employees. v , - : .^^i^- ^^w^-^itx- ' 

In the entire history of the Senate > moreover, no dismissed 



employees had sought to do what | | and had done. 

Realizing these things, I think I can truthfully tell my 
colleagues today that I have recovered the essential ability. to 
trust other people which my larcenous ex- employees had temporarily 
destroyed. 

These were some of the components of my personal ordeal. 

But the most crushing experience was when I woke up one day 
no longer able to blink away the fact that much of the world, in- 
cluding some of my colleagues and friends, had apparently taken it 
on the word of these two professional character assassins 'that I was 
a common sneak. 



During these months I have sometimes reflected on my public 
career, on my efforts to serve my country and my state, on the 
not infrequent instances in which I have supported unpopular causes 
and invited the displeasure of powerful forces, all on the theory 
not wholly out of fashion, I trust -- that men, aye the ^s ervants of 
ai J3u&5^^ ime s "occur r ed to 

me there might be a more fitting reward for that effort than the 
session that convenes today. 

Such considerations can easily lead to self-pity, and to 
bitterness . 

But I indulge in no self-pity, nor in bitterness. I want 
these issues resolved on the basis of fairness and justice. 



- more - 



The Seriate 's^^ime business today is to taSre the first step 
toward formulating a highly important element of American public 
policy. And I am determined to do everything I can to aid, and if 
possible, to guide, the Senate in taking those steps and in putting 
that policy on a sound and permanent basis. 

I speak of the urgent need to establish a code of ethics for 
the guidance of Senators, including rules and norms governing the 
use of funds raised at functions popularly known as ^testimonial 
dinners . " 

The hearings that have been conducted by the Select Committee 
have made it abundantly clear that the establishment of such rules 
and norms is in the public interest, both for the guidance of public 
officials and for the guidance of those private citizens who attend 
and contribute money at these gatherings. 

AT-r*)^ by the Select Committee's 

distinguished chairman makes clear that the ComiWi;Cf1g^^ 
its principal concern. 

Once again, the need arises to put things in their right place 
and order. If we wish to give the establishment of a code of Senate 
Ethics and the problem of testimonial dinners the careful attention 
and thought they deserve, it is plain from the parliamentary situation 
that we must first clear the decks of another matter. 

The matter of testimonial dinners is, according to every legiti^ 
mate understanding of the concept, a true case of ethics . It re- 
quires the Senate to ask etSjical questions and to make 'ethical judg- 
ments. 

But the Senate ! s agenda today includes the,. quite different ques- 
tion of whether one Senator has engaged in a particularly wretched 
brand of larceny known as "double billing. 11 Ethical judgments are not 
involved at all here. No one. I am' certain, ne'feds persuading that 
deliberate double billing is "unethical" that stealing money from 
the government is wrong. It is a crime as mean and wicked and con- 
temptible as any that a public servant could commit. 

- The Commit t ee J -s^repor-t ^does-.. r not , say r that I jd e llbera tely and 
fraudulently charged the Senate and private orgaaizat ions for^ the ~ 
same travel. But this is the only meaning that can be read into 
their statement that I requested and accepted such double reimburse- 
ment. 

Regarding this single issue, the evidence is in conflict. And 
the Senate, like any jury in a court of law, must decide -.the factual 
issue: it must decide which of the conflicting sets of evidence it 
believes. 

If, after hearing all of the evidence, you judge me to be a 
thief, I believe the Senators should reconsider the 2pprcbriateness 
of the Committee's censure motion. They should reconsider the 
adequacy .of the punishment. 

Let me be frank. If I should come to the conclusion that S002 
Senator were guilty of a deliberate attempt to defraud the govern- 
ment of this country, I would not urge that he be censured. Iv:o\±L:~: 
urge that he be expelled. 

The concrete charge against me is that between 1961 and 1965, 
there were seven instances in which my office was reimbursed, in 

whole or in part, from botH. government" and private = 

amounts involved ranged from $24.53 to $402.92. The total amount 
involved in the double billings was $1,763.96. 

It should be emphasized at the outset that the Committee did not 
question the official nature of the seven trips at issue here. On 
the contrary, it was confirmed by the Chairman during the course of 
the hearing, and it was confirmed again in the Committee f s Report, 
that all of these trips were - I quote - "on official Senate business. 
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The question for the Senate to decide in this matter is simple 
enough: Were the seven double billings a result of a conscious, 'de- 
liberate, willful attempt on my part to defraud the government or were 
they the result of inept or inaccacate bookkeeping? 

Before analyzing this matter in more detail, I am constrained to 
say that the charge is so inherently implausible that I shall never be 
able to understand how the members of the Ktnics Committee found a- 
gainst me. 

I have been in public life now for more than 30 years in different 
Rapacities, and prior to this time, no one has ever accused me of double 
billing or of chiseling in any other way. Indeed, I simply cannot con- 
ceive of any public official jeopardizing his entire future by engaging 
in the kind of petty larceny that has been imputed to me. 

Seven double billings in seven years does not by any -stretch of the 
imagination suggest a pattern of willful villainy. 

A double billing on a trip to Philadelphia, costing approximately 
$24. certainly does not suggest willfulness because any person intent 
on defrauding the government by double billing would unquestionably 
avail himself of more lucrative opportunities. 

Nor is willfulness suggested by the fact that on scores of occasion; 
when I could have double billed if it had been my intention to defraud 
the government in this way, there was no double billing. 

Nor can the charge that I engaged in this kind of fraud be recon- 
ciled with the fact that I have on frequent occasions foregone per diem, 
or billed only for hotel accommodations and for no other expenses in- 
curred in the course of my travels. 



he 



that I 



Not an iota of evidence was produced to supportl | accusation b?c 

had instructed hirn to double bill. But there was a mountain of 



evidence to support my own contentions that these rare ins tances of 



double billing were clearly due to errors and that 
an incredibly inept bookkeeper. 



himself was 



The first fact that should be made clear is that I myself had no- 
thing- to do with the so-called double billings . 



In every case, it was 



who wrote to the private organizations 



involved requesting payment of my transportation expenses. 



In every case, it was 



who picked up tickets at the Capitol 



ticket office and billed them to my Committee credit card? 

The vouchers subsequently submitted to the govern:,; 
were never signed by me. 



moreover,. 



I myself never saw , let alone signed , any documen t involve d in the 
billing" of a private -organization or of a Senate ComrfifW rsr", "™* 



The infrequency of the double billings compared with the total 
ber of trips I took during the period in question, moreover, should r<* 
sufficient to demonstrate that there was no pattern and no deliberate - 
policy. 

Before came on in 1961, there had been two double bill- 

ings under two different bookkeepers. 



In 1962 he double billed once. 
In 1963 he double billed once. 
In 1964 there were no double billings. 



( more ) 
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And In 1965, the year of his defection to Pearson and 

. v-r .i ; , 7 ■ .fa* if. TFttRnrBq' rj>- f Tt^^*/*r 
I n the ca se of the two double billings that took place 
before \~ I became my bookkeeeper, the two former staff members 

who were at that time responsible for my travel arrangements 
have submitted letters stating that they were certainly never 
instructed to double bill, and that, if double billings did 
occur, they were clearly the result of clerical errors, 

Mr, President, I ask unanimous consent to insert into 
the record at this point the two statements to which I have 
referred* 



But I » having gone through my books systematically 



in an effort to find anything that might compromise me x apparently 
came across the several instances of double billing that had 
resulted from his own slip-shod bookkeeping, and he told the 
Committee that the errors were not errors but that they were 
part of a deliberate effort on my part to defraud the government / 
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1 Bookkeeping Record , 
Let me tell you what kind of bookkeeper 



b6 
b7C 



really was: 



On 21 occasions, between 1 96 1 and 1966, I incurred travel expenses on 
official business to my home state, for which I was enti tled to reimburse- 
ment but for which no claim was ever submi tted. I Iw as directly responsible 
for the failure to collect reimbursement in 15 instances between fiscal 1961 and 
the fiscal year of 1966. He was indirectly responsible for the failure of my 
office to claim reimbursement for official travel to Connecticut subsequent to 
his departure, because, in handing over the books to my secretary ^ ~~| 
he fai led to giv e her any instruction on this matter. Indeed, his only legacy 
to | | consisted of seven, notices from the bank informing her that w 
checks ! | had .written before his departure could not be covered by the 
funds available in my checking account. Imagine a bookkeeper not knowing that 
an account he was responsible for and on which he was writing che cks did not 
have sufficient funds to cover the amount of the checks. And yet, 
was such a bookkeeper! 1 : — 



double billings resulted in the collection of Government vouchers 
of some §1,700 for which no claim should have been filed. His N never billings 11 
for trips to Connecticut cost me roughly the same amount out of my own pocket. 



explanation of his failure to claim reimbursement for the many 
home state trips for which I was entitled to reimbursement is typical of his 
carelessness: 



This is what he said: 



"In order to gain reimbursement, I would have had to do a 
complete audit . . . for that year or maybe a year and a 
half. . . and for the sake of just two or three trips this 
was just too arduous a task for me to do at this time^ 11 
(T. 1255-56) 

There is no year s i nee I entered the Senate that \ have not traveled to 
Connecticut at my own expense in excess of 30 times. It would have required 
no effort at all for a competent bookkeeper to fill out vouche rs for t he number 

of trips for which I was entitled to reimbursement. But while considered 

it too arduous a task to arrange for m^ reimbursement, the fa ct that he f i 1 led 
out vouchers fo r travel to Connectic ut on three occasions for | [ on 

one occasion forP J and one occasion for himself, makes it 



clear that he had not considered the task too arduous where his friends were 
involved. 



In addition to his double billings and never billings, 

marked penchant for erroneous billings. On five occasions ! "f ad to write 

to American Airlines to request that trip charges be transferred from one account 
to another account because his initial instructions had been wrong. Copies of 
these letters have been provided to the Senate Ethics Committee. 



Thas 



Related to his penchant for erroneous billings was the fact that i _ __. 

in sending my airline bills for 1964 to my Hartford office for payment, failed 
to indicate to my Hartford office that six of these trips had already been paid 
for by private organizations. The result was that they were again paid for out 
of campaign funds. 



Moreover, the record wi 1 1 show that this witless bookke^e^r^^ 



;^&£=^ mora I s , on a number of occas i ons 



double paid my personal bills, including one bill for more than $140. 
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.slovenly bookkeeping frequently resulted in the nonpayment of 
even minor bills for six months or a year on end. A particularly glaring 
example was his failure in 1962 and again in I963 to send in to the American 
Bar Association checks for the annual membership fee of $20. 

As a result of his failure, my membership in the Bar Association lapsed 
and I had to be reinstated. And to top off this record of unspeakable care- 



lessness, when I I finally got around to paying my delinquent fee in the 



summer of 1964, he overpaid the amount due by $10. 



I could go on for days telling you about the countless instances of 
slovenl y bookkee ping that were discovered by my accountants when they went 
through ] h rne&Qrds^^ . But I b e 1 i eve that 

what I have already said is enough to demonstrate that |mafr S/feTy well 

have been the all-time most inefficient bookkeeper in the hi story of the 
United States Senate, 

The question of I I Credibility 

On top of his abysmal bookkeeping record , f I was the kind of witness 

to whom no judge, in my opinion, would have granted any serious credibility. 
He not merely took documents from my office, but for almost six months after 
he joined the conspiracy, his entire life, as I have pointed out, involved 
a daily routine of deceit and lying and betrayal. 



told the Committee that he had personally seen me sign 36 checks 

that were shown to him during his cross -examination. But one of this country 
top handwriting experts f I a man who served the FBI for 25 years 

as a handwriting expert, testified withou t contra diction that these checks — 
including 19 checks for cash, endorsed by ~| — bore forged signatures. 



Refrettably . the Comm ittee's Report made no mention of this vital evidence 
relating to l I lack of credibility. 



also admitted that he had forged my signature on money orders. 



Ac cor d i n g o | I U-rh ad i ns-t ruc.ted ~hXrru±o . pay _s_ome^of my^bjJLLs fraTL 

the D. C. Committee for Dodd account, and, in order to conceal the origin 
of this money, I had asked that the bills be paid by money order. He said 
that he attempted to forge my signatures in a number of cases because the 
people at the receiving end knew my signature. 

This entire statement is so in credible that by itself it should have 
been sufficient to convict f I i n the eyes of the Committee. 

What could I possibly have concealed and whom could 1 possibly have 
deceived by withdrawing funds in cash from the D. C. account and then using 
this cash to purchase money orders to pay my bills? 

Whether a withdrawal was in cash or in check form, the records of the 
D. C. Committee would have shown that I, Senator Dodd, had withdrawn so 
much money on the date in question. 

If it was simply a. matter of getting some bills paid, would it not have 

been a thousand times simpler to transfer funds from the D. C. account to my 

own account by check and then write checks of my own against the money that 
had been deposited? 



As for 



claim that he forged my signature because some of the 
people at the receiving end knew my signature, this is utterly nonsensical 
whichever way you look at it. 
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In the first place, although I have not purchased money orders 
myself, I am told by those who have purchased them that signatures 
are unnecessary on money orders that the name of the sender can, 
for that matter, be typed in. 



In the second place, the money orders on which 



affixed 



forged signatures, included giant corporations like American Express, 
D. C. Transit System, District Delivery Service, Army Athletic 
Association, Western Union, C&P Telephone Company. 

I am certain that there is not a single bookkeeper or account- 
ant in any one of these firms who knows my signature from Adam's. 



Moreover, according to his own- statements, 



failed to 



forge my signature on other money orders to small firms run by people 
who knew me well and probably could have recognized my signature ~- 
for example, the Cotter Garage in Hartford. 



entire statement on this matter was a tissue of lies 
from beginning to end. Indeed, I can think of no more clearly demon- 
strable proof of the truly pathological nature of the testimony of 
this sick and vengeful young man who apparently has convinced himself — 
or has been convinced by Drew Pearson and Jack Anderson — that he can 
become a national figure by assisting in the destruction of Senator 
Dodd. 

But there was much more than this. 



be 

b7C 



admitted that he had participated in the theft of 



documents from my office. 

He admitted that he had conspired to steal and publish my 
income tax returns in violation of Federal law. 

He made it clear that he was acting out of vengeance when he 
told the Committee that he had engaged in the large-sc ale theft of 
document s only aft e r the di smi ssal of hi s girl fri e nd , I I 
and after Jack Anderson had given him a "pep" talk encouraging him to 
steal my documents. He also described how he had agreed; at Jack 
Anderson's urging, to stay on the Job so that he could continue to 
steal documents. 



And yet, in the face of this record — in the face of 



confirmation of his ability to deceive and his indifference to the 
commission of crime, of his admission that he had forged my signature 
on a number of occasions, of his tangled and completely incredible 
testimony on the subject of the money orders, of the clearly demon- 
strable fact that he was motivated by vengeance — in the face of all 
this, t he Commi ttee *s report was apparently prepared to accept the 
word of I I as proof that I had engaged in the practice of 

deliberate aouole billing. 

1 not merely repudiate the charge that I engaged in deliberate 
double billing: I want to state affirmatively that I believe I have 
been . scrupulous in trying to keep my 

trip expenditures as modest as possible; in trying to separate official 
expenditures from personal expenditures in the case of trips with dual 
purpose; and in seeking to correct errors whenever they have been 
brought to mg^tten tion ^ ^— — — — — — ■ - — ■■ - 
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On two occasions, trips originally charged to Senate Subcommittees were, 
at my request, transferred to my personal travel account. 

There have been occasions in the past when I waived per diem payments 
because no expenses were incurred; and there is at least one voucher which 
shows that when I was in Connecticut on personal business and left from New 
York on official business, the air fare reimbursed to me was reduced accord- 
ingly. 



An interesting point in connection with the seven trips involved in the 
1 'double iTi 1 1 Tng' r "cfiW vouchers „were v sub- - 

mitted; no per diem was requested for four of the trips; and, in the case 
of the remaining trip, per diem was claimed for the time on official business 
but I was removed from per diem status for a period of approximately twenty 
hours when I was addressing a group who paid me an honorarium. 

If it was my intent to defraud the Government through double billings, 
is it conceivable that I could have been so scrupulously careful in so many 
other instances? 

Was I honest about per diem — and sometimes dishonest about travel? 

Was I dishonest in San Francisco in 19&1 — while I behaved with 
ntegrity in Miami in 1 963 ? 

It simply makes no sense 

Because I found this conclusion by the Ethics Committee impossible to 
understand, I carefully restudied the Committee's hearings and its Report, 
as well as various newspaper reports, and commentaries on the case, in the 
hope of discovering what might have misled the Committee members. And I 
have found one clue tha t I think may greatly enlighten the Senate. 

I refer to a UP I news item that appeared in a number of papers around 
the country on May 5, shortly after the Select Committee made its Report. 
The story is based on an interview evidently granted by the distinguished 
Senator from Utah, who served as the Vice Chairman of the Select Committee. 

I quote the portions of the news story that relate to Senator Bennett's 
apparent understanding of the double billing case: 

The Senate Ethics Committee found in its investigation 
of Senator Thonas J. Dodd (D., Conn.) that there was a pattern 
to his double-billing for travel expenses, it was disclosed 
today. 

Sen. Wallace F* Bennett (R., Utah), the Committee vice 
chairman, said the panel took this into consideration in 
rejecting Sen. Dodd's explanation that the double-billing 
was the inadvertent result of negligence by his bookkeepers. 



Sen. Bennett said the 
during its inquiry that "a 
always preceded billing to 



Ethics Committee discovered 
bill! ng to ^private source 
the Government. 11 
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¥, It seems to me that has some connotation/ 1 
Sen. Bennett said. "Billing to the Government 
after billing to another source." 

The Senators will note this theory of the case -- namely , that 
suspicious "pattern" emerges from the fact that the Government 
eems always to have been billed after the private organization was 
billed evidently influenced other members of the Committee besides 
its Vice Chairman. For Senator Bennett is quoted as saying: "The 
pjanel took this into consideration in rejecting Senator Dodd's exp- 
lanation. ..." 

Let me observe, first, that I am not sure I understand the 
reasoning of the "pattern" theoryj I do not really understand how 
he time-sequence of the payments is relevant to the, question, of ... ... : 

whether I am guilty of requesting double "payments T From my own 
jxperience as a lawyer, I would say that it would prove absolutely 
nothing if private billings were collected before the Senate 
:ommittees were billed, or if the official billings were invariably 
iDllected before I collected from private sources, or if the pro- 
cures were mixed up. 

But the fact of the matter is that the "pattern" that allegedly 
•Uggests some theory of guilt simply does not exist. I ndeed, the 
f acts of the case are exactly the reverse of what they were evidently 
understood to be by the Committee members. 



The facts are that in every one of the double-billing cases, 
s^ve one, the San Francisco trip, the Government was not billed 
ter the private organization was billed — a sequence which, ac- 



a 



brding to the "pattern" theory Justifies suspicion of guilt but 
fore the private organization was billed. 



The reason for the actual sequence can easily be understood. 

On six of the seven trips the Miami trip was an exception 
ih this case the billing to the Government for travel expenses 

ook place at the moment my airplane ticket., was pur chas ed at v the- 

moment 3 that- is, when a committee credit card was submitted to the 
afrline as payment for the fare. 

In other words, the billing to the Government took place not 
oifily before the private billing took place, but before the trip 
took place! 

As for the Miami trip, the Government was billed somewhat later, 
because in this instance I paid for that airplane ticket out of my 
personal funds. I purchased the ticket on August 10, 1962. Then, 

lortly after I returned from the trip on August 13, my office asked 
the Committee on the Judiciary, on whose behalf I had incurred this 
o|it-of-pocket expense, to reimburse me. 

The Senators will also readily understand why the private 
*ganizations in most of these cases were billed after the trip, 
aijid thus after the government billing. 

The normal procedure when a private organization is expected 
tt defray travel expenses, is to forward to the organization a 
statement of such expenses after the trip has been completed. 



Francisco 

tfijHof 196iT— In/ttiat case the record shows that the private 
organization calculated the amount of travel allowance in advance 
of the trip. That organization also paid my office before the 
trip, and thus before the erroneous credit card billing to the 
Government . 
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Th e payment of billings to private organizations, to complete 
the picture, is usually forthcoming within a week or so after the 
expense claim has been mailed. 

So much for the actual "pattern" of billings which, as I say, 
was precisely the opposite of what the Committee members evidently 
understood it to be. 

Now, I also think I know why the Committee members were confused 
on this point why, that is to say, they were under the impression 
that the Government billings occurred after the private organiza- 
tion billings. For it appears clearly in the stipulation set 
forth in the Committee ! s record that in every one of these cases 
the Government actually paid the billings in question a considerable 
time -af-te-r- the— billings^ . 

Concretely, the time-lapses ranged from three to eight months. 
Why? Again, for a readily understandable reason. 

It takes time for airlines to process billings that are 
made through credit cards. 

And then it takes still more time to process the airlines 1 
claim through the Government — through the Subcommittee's office, 
through the Senator's office, through the full Committee's office, 
through the Senate Disbursing Office, through the office of the 
Committee on Rules and Administration, and, finally, again through 
the Disbursing Office for payment. 

If there is any "pattern" involved here, as the Senator from 
Utah and other .members of the Committee evidently believed, it 
is simply the pattern of the elephantine slowness of Government 
machinery in arranging for payments; it has nothing whatsoever to do 
with when billings were made. 

Let me now summarize the points I have made in answer to 
the charge that I deliberately double-billed the Government on seven 
occasions . - - — * - — *- — — — — — - , _ rTr ^ i .. - . 

(l) There is no evidence at all that I was aware of the 
double billing on the Philadelphia and West Palm Beach trips. No he 
witnes s testified t o any knowledge of those cases. No one, not b?c 



even a| 1 said that I had instructed them to double bill, 

while two statements from employees who helped keep my books at 
the time make it clear that, in fact, I gave no such instructions, 

(2) As for the other five trips, there is no evidence that 
I was aware of the double billing except for the unsupported 
testimony of one witness who made out an unanswerable case against 
his own credibility. 

(3) The "pattern" theory of the double billings, which 
reportedly influenced the Select Committee's members, plainly dis- 
solves once the facts of the case are correctly understood. 

It is, of course, impossible in a cas e like this t o prove in 



mathematical terms that I did not instruct to double 



t 



bill. In a case like this, the jury must weigh the credibility of 
the witnesses, and must determine whether it is prepared to accept 
the word of the accuser or the word of the defendant. 



Now let me 



I have spoken enough on the subject of | 
repeat to the Senate what I told the Ethics committee solemnly and 
under oath, and I take the aame -oath "now as I did in giving my 
evidence before the Ethics Committee that I am telling you the 
truth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth, so help me God. 
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I did not order or request double billing In these cases; I have 
never in my life ordered or reques ted double billings of any kind. As 
nearly as I can tell, these sev en dou ble billin^s^ Ter a five year 
period were the result of ina d vertent errors made by my bookke eper. 
To my certain knowledge I had nothing whatever ~ to do with th em. On my 
pledged word I was not even aware of their existence until last summer 
when my lawyers y review of the boo ks veri fied the duplications that had 
earlier been discovered by my accusers * 

I point out again that the very same carelessness that caused me 
to be overpaid in seven instances caused me to be under paid in 2 1 in- 
stances . And the very same personal detachment from the a e~ m atte rs that 
caused me to be unaware of the overpayments, also caused me to be un- 
aware of the underpayments . 

, I,Tnake, i: thi;S vsta^bemenl: on niy" sotenin 'Wordy' in the belief jbhat my 
colleagues will accept it — yes, and in the hope that the members of 
the Ethics Committee will see fit to reconsider their judgment on the 
basis of the statement I have made here today. 

If. Senators cannot look one another in the eye and believe an 
affirmation solemnly made where there is absolutely no evidence to 
prove that the affirmation is false, then the whole basis of this body 
as a deliberative society has dissolved. 

I should perhaps mention before closing my presentation of the 
facts in this matter that I have sent to the Senate Disbursing Office 
a check in the amount of $1,763.96, representing payment- in full for 
the seven trips that were erroneously billed to the Government, As I 
have pointed out previously, this amount is roughly offset, or perhaps 
even more than offset, by the_2J_tmins to Connecticut for which my 
office, primarily because of | negligence, failed to bill. 



I rest my defense on the charge that I have engaged in the fraudu- 
lent practice of deliberate double billing. 

— — TESTIMONIAL, AND CAMPAIGN FUNDS - J : " ^ ; : 

The matter of testimonials is more complicated, but I believe that 
the Committee has erred as seriously on this point as it did on the 
point of deliberate double billings. 

The resolution presented by the Ethics Committee charges me with 
having exercised the influence and power of my office to obtain and use 
for my personal benefit, funds from the public through political testi- 
monials and a political campaign. In its conclusion, the Report says 
that from the campaign funds and testimonial funds received, I author- 
ized the payment of at least $116,083 for personal purposes. 

Now I do not know how the Committee arrived at the figure of 
$ll6,083> and, regrettably, the Report contains no itemization which 
would enable me, or for that matter, any interested reader, to know what 
precise expenditures the Committee had in mind. 

By lumping campaign funds together with testimonial funds, however, 
I believe that the report succeeds in creating the impression that all, 
or most, or at least a very substantial portion of the $116, 083, sup- 
posedly used for personal purposes, came from campaign funds. This 
simply is not so.^ 



My lawyers have subjected the records to a painstaking examination 
and, according to their calculations, a maximum of $3,100 out of 
$246,000 received for my campaign, was spent for personal purposes .They 
told me that in preparing this itemization, they deliberately erred on 
the side of being hard on me — and from a quick look at the tabulated 
expense s. I notice that they have charged as a personal expense a trip 
made by I I to Asheville, North Carolina, where 

he stood in for me at a function I was unable to attend and read my 
speech. An item like this, I believe, is clearly a political expense. 
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In any case, this $ 3,100 is less than the deficit incurred by my 
campaign* It merely serves to reduce, but does not eliminate, that 
deficit. 1 

Nevertheless, I do not defend the use of even a relatively small 
amount of money from my campaign funds for personal purposes. It may 
be technically permissable, but it does not measure up to my own 
standards, and it would not have happened had I known about it. 

But I want to turn now to the question of the so-called political 
testimonials, because this is what 98 percent of the Committee's 
charges is all about. 

— I have -read^and~-re~ read-the- -Commi-tte.e.Ls charges, and I cannot 
construe " it "otherwise than meaning that tSFTpo&W 

organized in my behalf constituted a violation of the law or a viola- 
tion of existing rules. 

If it was a violation of the law, the Committee's report fails 
to specify precisely which law has been violated. 

And if it was a violation of any existing Senate rule, the 
Committee has equally failed to specify what rule was violated. 

The fact is, of course, that there is no such law and there is 
no such rule, and that I have been judged completely on the basis of 
nonexistent standards. 

The fact is, further, that nowhere does the report of the Com- 
mittee explicitly condemn as illegal or unethical the use of testi- 
monial affairs as a method of raising funds intended as gifts for 
men in public life. 

The Supreme Coutft has pointed out that no person should be 
required to speculate or to guess whether a course of action violates 
a standard of conduct which remains to be adopted. "Such a procedure" 
said "the ffdtltt7^i^" i 1srtr fc war t wi th^-the HF und am en-ta 1 -c one ep> t- o f — t he. common _ 
law". But this is precisely what has been done in my case. 

The Committee's report appears to imply that the people who came 
to my testimonial affairs were somehow misled. 

Now, I have seen a lot of invitations to testimonial dinners in 
my time, and I cannot remember a single one which said anything more 
than that there was going to be a testimonial to honor Mr.. Jones or 
Mr. Smith. That is all they said. There is no rule and no law re- 
quiring that they say more. And I do not see how a man can be found 
guilty of violating a non-existent rule. This runs counter to every 
concept of civilized justice 

As everyone in Connecticut knows, I publicly offered to refund the money 
to any person who claimed that he had not understood the nature of the various 
testimonials and that he had really intended his money as a political contri- 
bution. This offer was carried prominently on the front page of every 
Connecticut paper and over every Connecticut radio and TV station. 

To date only one person who attended these affairs has written in to 
ask that his $25 contribution be refunded to him. 

On the other hand, between four and five hundred people who purchased 
tickets have submitted statements saying that they did, in fact, intend 
their contribution as gifts. 

This large number of affidavits has- come in despite the fact that 
many persons were only contacted by telephone or mail with little or 
no follow-through; despite all the adverse publicity resulting from 
the Pearson-Anderson vendetta, despite the understandable fear of some 
people of involvement in a controversial matter; and despite the 
attempted intimidation by Jack Anderson in a characteristically dis- 
torted speech over the Connecticut radio in which he threatened any- 
one who signed an affidavit with a charge of perjury. 
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The rule is that the intent of the donor is the determining factor in 
deciding whether a contribution should be regarded as a gift. 

I believe that these hundreds of affidavits constitute overwhelming 
proof that those who attended the several testimonial functions understood 
their nature and did intend their contributions as gifts. 

The nature of a gift is that it is to be spent at the discretion of the 
recipient. Legally, there are no limits on this discretion. But to make my 
personal position clear, let me repeat what I said in my Senate speech of 
March 10th: I would not consider it proper if a Senator used testimonial 
funds to enrich himself or to live lavishly. But I do consider it proper 
for a Senator to use such funds at his discretion to help liquidate campaign 
deficits, to pay off sundry political debts, to offset his costs of office, 
and to offset or reimburse himself for any money he may have put out-of- 
pocket to meet such politically connected expense. 

This is what I did. 

I believe that the Report of the Ethics Committee erred in its conclusions, 
among other reasons because it failed to take into account the basic arithmetic 
of my position. 

The implication of the report to the average reader would unquestionably 
be that I have abused my position to enrich myself. This just is not true. 

I have not enriched myself from public office, and all of those who know 
me are aware of this. 

Let me present to you what I have called "the basic arithmetic 11 of my 
position, so that you, can understand my case better. 

I ran for the Senate in 1956 and was defeated. I then conducted a long 
and bitter campaign for the nomination in 1958. I won the nomination, and 
I won the race for the Senate. But I had been running non-stop for more than, 
two years, and the expenses just p i led up and piled up. When I entered the 
Senate in 1959, I was burdened by a total debt of some $150,000, which had 
built up during this period. Of this amount, some $120,000 was politically 
connected. 

Then there is the matter of out-of-pocket costs of office, which constitute 
a heavy burden for every Senator. These costs include things like « 

telephone calls in excess of the basic allowance, which in some 
years have cost me almost $3,000; 

.-- unreimbursed trips to my home state — and there have been 
countless such trips; 

— the cost of producing the radio and TV programs through which 
1 have sought to keep the people of Connecticut informed of what is being 
done in Washington; 

— and the cost of maintaining a separate residence in Washington 
for myself and my family. 



^V*^!^ """" 
more-^thah $12,500 a year. 

Adding up these out-of-pocket costs of office from the day I entered the 
Senate until the close of 1966, I have found that I have put out of pocket 
more than $101,000 for this purpose alone. 
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Against the intake of approximately $170,000, therefore, I 
spent $120,000 for repayment of the political loans and $101,000 
for costs of office. This means, in effect, that I have had to 
dig into my o#n income to the extent of some $50,000 over and above 
what I have received from testimonials to cover political expenses* 
Obviously, I have not enriched myself from my position as a 
Senator. 



The final and conclusive proof that I have not enriched myself 
from public office is the statement of net worth I made on the Floor 
of the Senate. Let me repeat the central facts of this statement ■ 

I own no stocks or bonds; 

I have no interest in any business; 

I own no real estate apart from my home in Connecticut and 
my home in Washington, both of which have sizeable mortgages. 

My total net worth, as I told the Senate, is approximately 
$54,000. 

After 30 years in public life, I have this little to show in 
terms of worldly wealth. 

Perhaps my position would have been better understood if I had 
kept my personal funds and my testimonial funds carefully separated 
from each other, and if I had used my testimonial funds exclusively 
for the p urpose of liquidating my political debts and cov ering, or 
partially covering, my unreimbursed costs of office. 

However, I did not keep my testimonial funds completely 
separated -from my personal funds. Certain personal expenses were, 
as the stipulation demonstrates, paid out of my testimonial fund. 
On the other hand, I paid out of my personal pocket unreimbursed 
costs of office totalling $101,000. 

There was absolutely nothing illegal or improper about comingling 
funds in this manner. But in retrospect I realize that this co- 
mingling lends itself to misinterpretation and confusion and 
that this confusion, in turn, probably played a large part in the 
mistaken judgment of the Ethics Committee. 

Perhaps my office bookkeeping procedures could have been 
improved. Indeed, in retrospect I am prepared to concede that the 
bookkeeping that went on in my office was incredibly sloppy in many 
ways. For this I do not seek to divest myself of responsibility. 

I am technically responsible, in the sense that a captain of a 
ship is always responsible, just because it was my office. 

I am, responsible because I trusted "other people to- manage my 
financial affairs for me, while I tried to devote myself to my duties 
as a United States Senator. 

I am responsible because I was doing what my constituents ex- 
pected me to do, insteaiL-Q£_ti£ing back in my office keeping my books 
myself or looking over | shoulder to make sure he paid all the 

bills out of the proper bank account. 

I am responsible but, Mr. President,]; am not guilty. By any 
honest accounting I have not profited one penny from public office. 



(more) 



§ 

-17- ; 

Mr. President, the implications of this case go far beyond 
what happens to me or my. family. 

A question at issue is whether men of moderate means are to be 
able to compete for office, or; whether public office is to become 
the exclusive domain of the wealthy* 

A question at issue is whether we are here to enshrine a 
precedent which makes ex post facto Justice permissible when Senators 
come before Senate commTttees to defend themselves against charges 
that have been made against' them. 

A question at issue is whether a Senator so defending himself is 
entitled to the same protection of due process as a citizen who comes 
before a court of law. , - — — - • - /-. — - 

A question at issue is whether freedom of the press involves the 
right of muck-raking columnists to conspire to steal the files of any 
public official or private citizen they dislike. Let no one say that 
the means do not" matter. As Justice Douglas said in a cogent 
statement addressed to every American: 

"The means are all important in a civilized 
society. It may seem unimportant that a miserable 
person is forced to confess to a crime. But in 
the sweep of history, a nation that accepts that 
practice as normal, a country that engages in 
wire-tapping, a people that exalts the ends over 
the means have no claim to a position of moral 
leadership among the nations." 

I submit that my case cannot fairly be judged if it is not 
considered in its full context and in all its implications. 

Mr. President, I have completed my presentation 

I do not ask for mercy, 



I ask for justice. 
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. . SENATOR THOMAS J . . DODD ,; ' 
BRIBERY; CONFLICT 0 F- -INTEREST ; 
ELECTION. LAWS 



. t ■ 
v. 



• ^1 ' 
* ';" . v.. • 



3. ' 



be- 
b7C 



Iii; the late afternoon of June : Z7 r 1967 , 

call?d:ttie Washington Field Office 



of the Federal Bureau p f Inve s tigaition arid 1 e f t & me s sage ; 
in£_Sn^Cial Agent Robert : .;F/;Milhe. r II, who had interviewed 
in , tfte Past t $<? cell him at telephone number| 



extension 



works) . 



Milne called 



On the mor ning of June 2 8 » 196%. Special Agent 
at his office* 



thanked Special 



Ageht Milne, for returning the call, but stated that he had- 
no need to talk to Special Agent Milne that he had no •; 
information to furnish; he said, that he had wanted to iirid. ; 
put something about Justice Department procedures the day 
before, but he had already found out. what he wanted to know; 
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ECT SENATOR THOMAS J. DODD 

BRIBERY; CONFLICT OF INTEREST 
ELECTION LAWS 




At 4:30 p.m. today 



First 



bo 



Assistant of Assistant Attorney General Fred M. Vinson, Jr., b7c 
of the Criminal Di vision, telephonically advised Supervisor 

las follows: , , K n 

I (the f ormer employee of Senator 



Dodd on whom Senator Dodd placed all of the blame for his, 
Senator Dodd's, double billing on the travel costs) is in 
the Attorney General f s office at the present time and has 
indicate d he desires to furnis h inform ation to someone. 
I "[ said that in the event | ' l is referred to the 

Criminal Division, he will be informed that in the event 
he desires to make available any information, an appoint- 
ment will be arranged for him to be interviewed by the FBI. 

ACTION: 



In the event the Criminal Division requests that 

be contacted, arrangements will be made for the - 

interview to be handled by Special Agents of our Washington 
Field Office who are knowledgeable of the prior investiga- 
tion conducted in the captioned case. 



EFK:gka W J 
(5) 





ADDENDUM: 



6/28/67, EFK : DC 

Nothing further was heard from _ 
of business 6/27/67. On ^he even ing of 6/27/67 , ^Washington Field 

rhad contacted. WFO at 4:21 P.M. , 



as ^fctose 



Office (WFO) advised that f 
6/27/67, and left a message requesting that Spe cial Agen t Robert 
Milne contact him today, 6/28/67. Consequently J I will be 

contacted by SA Milne to determin e the reason for his call and 



to accept any information 





may desire to volunteer. . „ 



